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Current Topics. 


The Safety of a Registered Absolute Title. 

WE HAVE often pointed out the risks that attend the purchase 
of land registered with an absolute title under the Land Transfer 
Acts, 1875 and 1897, by a person who is foolish enough to 
dispense with legal assistance. It is impossible for a layman to 
know to what liabilities the land may be subject. Asan example, 
suppose that a purchaser buys a piece of land that is registered 
with an absolute title. He naturally supposes, in his ignorance, 
that he can enclose or build a house on it. But under the Act 
of 1875, section 18, he takes the land subject to “rights of 
common, rights of sheepwalk, rights of way, watercourses, and 
rights of water and other easements.” ‘The result is that if the 
land forms part of the waste of a manor, he will not be able to 
use it for building purposes. If he had consulted a competent 
lawyer, he would have required the statutory declaration men- 
tioned in the Act of 1897, section 16 (1), and would have learnt 
the existence of the rights above referred to. We believe that 
instances of these mishaps are not unknown in practice. 
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Revaluation of Mortgages. 

WE DREW attention last week (ante, p. 670) to the desirability of 
inserting in mortgage deeds a provigion for revaluation of the 
security at the mortgagor’s cost every five years during the con- 
tinuance of the security. The following form of provision may 
be useful by way of suggestion :— 

Ir 1s Heresy AGREED AND Dectarep that it shall be lawful 
for the Mortgagee, his executors, administrators, or assigns, at 
the expiration of each successive [five] years from the date of 
these presents during the continuance of this security to obtain 
a fresh valuation and report as to the value of the premises 
for the time being subject thereto, from such surveyor as the 
Mortgagee shall select, to be instructed and employed by the 
Mortgagee independently of the Mortgagor, and that all the costs 
and expenses incurred by the Mortgagee, his executors, admunis- 
trators, or assigns, of and incident to such fresh valuation and 
report [not exceeding the sum of £ _ | shall be forthwith 
repaid to him or them by the Mortgagor with interest thereon at 
the rate of £ per cent per annum from the time of payment, 
and until such repayment such costs and expenses and interest 
shall be a charge on all the property for the time being subject 
to this security. 

Official Shorthand Notes of Proceedings in Courts 
of Justice. 

THERE WAS an interesting debate in the House of Commons 
on the third reading of the Supreme Court of Judicature Bill on 
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the 15th inst. Much stress was laid by one of the speakers on 
the time lost through what he described as the “primitive and 
stupid form” of writing down the evidence in longhand. We 
have ourselves heard learned judges complain of the labour 
involved in the taking of these notes, and there can be little 
doubt that if it were necessary that the evidence given in the 
committee rooms at Westminster should be taken down by the 
honourable members, the proceedings would be seriously pro- 
longed. But the Solicitor-General pointed out that an official 
shorthand note of evidence was by no means so simple a matter 
as some persons appeared to think. He had often wished that 
there were a shorthand note of the proceedings, so that the 
judge’s words and those of the witnesses might be recorded as 
spoken. But there was the difficulty that the majority of cases 
were begun and concluded on the same day. This difficulty is 
certainly entitled to full consideration, but it is not, we think, a 
sufficient argument against the provision of an official shorthand 
writer. He would be instructed to take a note in all cases, but 
where the case was expected to conclude on the day of the trial, 
provision might be made for a supplementary note in longhand, 
to be taken either by the judge or some official of the court. 
The value of a shorthand note in all cases of appeals to the Court 
of Appeal is obvious, and a shorthand note of these cases would 
always be available during the hearing of the appeal although the 
case might have been heard and determined in one day. 


The Naval Prize Bill. 

IN OUR last week’s issue (ante, p. 671) we referred to the 
Naval Prize Bill now before Parliament, and pointed out its 
connection with the Conventions of 1907 and 1909. In the 
Times of July 18th Professor HOLLAND writes criticizing the form 
of the Bill, and suggesting that the debateable questions arising 
under the Convention for the establishment of an International 
Prize Court of Appeal and the Declaration of London should 
first be settled by introducing a Bill dealing with these questions 
only. When it had been finally determined that these two Conven- 
tions should either be ratified or not, and the necessary altera- 
tions had been made in our prize law, if they are to be made, 
the new statutory provisions could then be added to the 
Consolidation Bill, which, as Professor HOLLAND says, “ has long 
awaited the leisure of the House of Commons,” and these new 
provisions would then be freed from hypothesis. Professor 
HoLianD rightly insists on the importance of coming to a 
reasoned decision on the question whether the Convention of 
1907 for establishing the new International Prize Court is to be 
approved as it stands, irrespectively of a general acceptance of 


the new code of prize law contained in the Declaration of London. | 


As the Bill now stands, there is a considerable risk of the country 
being committed to revolutionary changes in the law of maritime 
warfare without properly understanding the nature and effect of 
these changes. Professor HOLLAND’s letter should help to draw 
attention to the unsatisfactory manner in which these important 
questions are being hidden away under the present form of the 
Naval Prize Bill. It is now announced in the daily press that 
the second reading stage of the Bill has been postponed to the 
autumn session, and that Mr. Ginson BowLegs has put down an 
amendment protesting, in effect, against the principle of appeals 
being allowed from English prize courts to an international court. 


The Escape of Savarkar into French Territory. 
A curious incident has occurred during the conveyance of 
SAVARKAR, the Indian law student, from this country to Calcutta 
under an order of the High Court for his extradition with a view 
to his trial in India on charges of sedition. It appears that 
SAVARKAR was taken on board the Peninsular and Oriental liner 
Morea, and while the vessel was lying alongside the wharf at 
Marseilles, went to the bath-room, the officers in charge of him 
waiting outside. Having stripped off his clothing, he squeezed 
through the porthole of the ship, swam ashore, and succeeded in 
landing upon the quay. He was there seized by a French gen- 
darme, and brought back to the ship, which proceeded on its way 
to India. Complaint has been made by certain French news 


papers of the action of the gendarmerie in rearresting SAVARKAR, 
as a violation of the right of asylum. 
much interest. 


The question is one of 
The better opinion appears to be that the 
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extradition of criminals is a matter of comity, not of right, except 
in cases of special convention. There is, of course, a treaty 
between our Government and France for the mutual surrender 
of fugitive criminals, but the crimes for which the extradition is 
to be granted are specified, and they do not include political 
offences, in accordance with the almost universal rule that no 
country will surrender political fugitives. SAVARKAR was, 
however, de facto surrendered to those from whose custody he 
had escaped, and if this surrender is ratified by the French 
government, it may be argued that there is no occasion for any 
international difficulty. But public opiniun may compel the 
French government to exercise a zealous scrutiny of every case 
of the surrender of a political offender who has landed upon French 
territory, and we can only hope that some means may be devised 
by which a friendly State may avoid the necessity of harbouring 
one who has escaped from lawful custody in a British vessel. 








Volunteer Jurymen. 

A REFORM in our jury system enabling persons of leisure and 
experience to offer their services as jurors is discussed in one of 
the evening papers, and is, if we are not mistaken, one of many 
symptoms that trial by jury does not find favour with litigants in 
the High Court. We remember many years ago to have read 
in the newspapers letters from unemployed barristers suggesting 
that their services might be utilized in the trial of cases, and 
a welcome relief afforded to men closely engaged in business 
who had: no time for their duties as jurymen, and who had little 
or no interest in these duties. It appears from conversations 
with several leading King’s Counsel who have been questioned 
as to the advantages or disadvantages of volunteer jurymen 
that they have not much sympathy with the scheme. They 
believe that it would lead to the dangers of corruption and 
influence, and that it would enable the friends of one or other 
of the parties to be included in the panel. Jurors in continu- 
ous employment would be often men of narrow views and 
faddists. It should also, we think, be remembered that corpora- 
tions and companies are in the nature of things more frequently 
involved in litigation than other persons, and the juror, who 
may be summoned to try several cases in which they are parties, 
may easily imbibe a prejudice against them. ‘There seems, too, 
to be little prospect of any alteration of the rule by which the 
dissent of a single juror will render the trial abortive, and the 
dissent of a juror would be rendered more probable by any- 
thing which would strengthen the prejudices and individuality 
of jurors. 





The Courts at Guildhall in the Last Century. 

THE COMPARATIVE failure of the Judicature Acts to make 
| adequate provision for the trial of cases arising out of mercantile 
transactions, and the fear lest these cases may sooner or later be 
settled by private arbitration, has led many of our practitioners 
to speak with regret of the days when commercial causes were 
tried by judges and special juries at the Guildhall in the City ot 
London. A perusal of the reminiscences of the late Sir JOHN 
HoLLAMs, and some conversation with those whose memory goes 
far back into the last century, has led us to the conclusion that 
praises of the Guildhall sittings may easily be exaggerated. 
| The senior judges of the Court of Common Pleas, ERLE, C.J, 
| WILLIAMs, J., and WILLEs, J., who, some forty years since, tried 
cases in the Guildhall, were conspicuous for their learning, 
intelligence and courtesy, and a trial before any one of these judges, 
assisted by twelve competent and disinterested merchants, was, 
at any rate in theory, as good a remedy for the determination of 
a mercantile dispute as could be imagined, And the fact that 
the offices of the jurors and witnesses were often in the neighbour 
hood of the courts must have tended to lessen the expense and 
inconvenience of a protracted trial. But it ought not to be 
forgotten that the duration of the Guildhall sittings was, as a 
rale, not more than a fortnight at a time, and that a large pro- 
portion of the cases in the court lists were settled out of court or 
referred to arbitration, and that in a considerable number of 
others it was agreed that the facts should be stated in a special 
case for the opinion of the judges. In all these cases the inter- 
vention of the judge and jury at the trial was not required, and 
the expense attending the preparations for trial must often have 
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been wasted. A commercial court whose sittings are continued 
without interruption during the whole of the legal year would, 
we think, effect more progress in the dispatch of business than 
could ever have been achieved by the courts at the Guildhall. 


Stamp Duty on Voluntary Conveyances. 


THE LETTER on “Stamps on Voluntary Settlements” which 
we print elsewhere raises an important question on the application 
of section 74 of the Finance Act, 1910. The object of that 
section is to impose a very onerous burden on gifts inter vivos, 
but the exact scope of the section must depend on the terms 
which are used. Sub-section 1 refers to conveyances or transfers 
operating as voluntary dispositions infer vivos, and imposes the 
same duty as on a conveyance on sale. Hence on a transfer of 
stock by way of gift an ad valorem duty of 10s. per cent. is payable, 
and on a conveyance of land or other property than stock by 
way of gift an ad valorem duty of £1, except where the value does 
not exceed £500, and then it is 10s. ad valorem. But to attract 
this duty there must be an actual conveyance or transfer, and 
the whole section is based on the idea that the gifts with which 
it deals are made out and out by conveyance from donor to donee 
or trustee for the donee. As our correspondent points out, the 
duty is not levied on settlements, but on conveyances, and the 
terms are quite different from those used in reference to 
settlements in the Stamp Act, 1891. A declaration of 
trust of stock is within the Stamp Act, but it is not a con- 
veyance or transfer within section 74, and it is properly stamped 
with the old settlement duty. Similarly, a declaration of trust 
of land is not a “conveyance,” and requires only a 10s, stamp. 
This, at least, is the jvimd facie meaning of “conveyance” in section 
74, and it is in harmony with the use of “conveyance” and 
“conveyed” in sub-sections 5 and 6. Of course “ conveyance ” 
may be defined, as in the Conveyancing Act, 1881, to have a 
wider meaning, and to include a settlement ; but there is no such 
definition in the Finance Act, and this, being a taxing Act, must 
be construed strictly. It follows, as our correspondent Mr. 
Horcoop points out, that a subsequent conveyance or transfer 
to trustees is within sub-section 6 and is exempt from the new 
stamp duty. If the Legislature had intended section 74 to strike 
at settlements as such it would have been quite easy to express 
this. The mention of conveyances and transfers shews that only 
instruments carrying at once the legal and beneficial interest in 
the property were aimed at, and the section should be construed 
accordingly. 


High-handed Action of Public Bodies. 


A CASE before the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, 
on appeal from the Isle of Man, reported in the 7imes of July 
18th, furnishes another illustration of the necessity for high- 
handed proceedings on the part of public bodies being treated with 
severity by the courts of justice. The present case—Loughton 
v. Commissioners of Port Erin——eannot but remind our readers of 
the recent rebukes administered by the Court of Appeal to the 
the Education Board and the Charity Commissioners. The 
appellant had brought an action, as vendor, against the respond- 
ents for specific performance of a contract for the sale of land. 
In the Manx courts, both of first instance and appeal, the 
plaintiff failed and his action was dismissed, though without 
costs. It was, however, admitted judicially that the plaintiff had 
been treated badly: ‘‘ The plaintiff,” said the Clerk of the Rolls, 
“has been put to a great deal of annoyance, trouble, and delay 
by the defendants, and under all the circumstances he has been 
hardly treated throughout.” On this ground costs had been 
refused to the respondents in both courts. But Lord Mac- 
NAGHTEN, in delivering the judgment of the Judicial Committee, 
went a great deal further in rebuking the commissioners for 
their conduct : “It was impossible either to justify their con- 
duct in trying to shuffle out of a solemn bargain, or to suggest 
any plausible ground of defence to the plaintiff's claim.” The 
grounds on which the Manx courts had found in favour of the 
respondents were held to be quite insufficient, and the appeal 
was allowed, with costs to be paid by the respondents. Lord 
MACNAGHTEN concluded by saying : “ Their lordships could not 
part with the case without expressing their regret that a public 











body should have considered it right to take a course which must 
subject the ratepayers to a heavy burden, by resisting a just 
demand which no private individual in a similar case would 
have thought of repudiating.” 


The Ascertainment of Increment Value Duty. 

A set of rules have been issued by the Inland Revenue Com- 
missioners purporting to be made under section 3, sub-sections 2 
and 3, of the Finance Act, 1910. Sub-section 2 enacts that where 
increment value duty is collected on the occasion of the transfer, 
or passing on death of the fee simple of any land, “the whole 
amount of the duty which is determined to be unsatisfied shall be 
collected by the Commissioners in accordance with rules made by 
them for the purpose.” The natural expression would be “the 
whole amount of the duty which becomes due,” but the awkward 
expression “ unsatisfied ” is apparently used because part of the 
duty paid on previous occasions has to be credited. But the 
determination of the duty has to be made in accordance with the 
provisions of the Act, and the sub-section only authorizes the 
making of rules for the collection of the duty after its amount 
has been determined. The present rules are issued without 
regard to this distinction, and so far as they purport to regulate 
the ascertainment of the duty, seem to be wltra vires ; but to a 
considerable extent they appear only to repeat the provisions 
of the statute. Under sub-section 3, where increment value 
duty is collected on the occasion of the grant of a lease, 
or on the transfer or passing on death of any interest in land, 
such proportionate part is to be collected as may be determined 
by the commissioners to be payable, in accordance with rules 
made by them for the purpose. The language of this sub-section 
gives some support to the view that the Commissioners can 
make rules for determining the proper proportion of duty as 
well as with respect to its collection; but, taking this sub- 
section with sub-section 2, the proper construction seems to 
be that the rules are to relate only to collection. Otherwise, 
it may be noticed, the power of the Commissioners to ascertain 
duty in accordance with rules made by themselves would be a 
serious fetter on the right of appeal. The present rules may 
be proper as departmental instructions, but we question whether 
they have any validity as regards the taxpayer. 


The Report on the Appointment of Justices. 

Tue Royat Commission on the Selection of Justices of the 
Peace has issued its report and has refrained from advising any 
substantial interference with the present functions of the Lord 
Chancellor in the matter or 6f the Lords Lieutenant, the only 
practical suggestion which is made being that in each county one 
or more advisory committees should be appointed to assist in the 
recommendation of justices, and a similar committee, where the 
Lord Chancellor thinks proper, in boroughs having a separate com- 
mission of the peace. In addition, a number of suggestions are 
made as to the principles upon which justices should be selected. 
To these there is no objection to be taken; the question is how to 
make them operative. It is a truism to assert that the functions 
of a justice are judicial, and it is equally a truism that justices 
ought to be selected for their judicial qualities. In the absence 
of any recognized mode of ascertaining whether candidates for 
the office possess these qualities, the actual selection has 
depended to a considerable extent on social and political considera- 
tions. These considerations the Commission recommend should 
be set aside. The fitness of justices is, in their opinion, constituted 
“by their moral and personal character, their general ability, 
business habits, independence of judgment, and common sense.” 
An elementary knowledge of law is, perhaps wisely, omitted from 
the list. To secure justices of this kind it is recommended that 
political opinion and political action should be removed from the 
influences affecting their selection. Moreover, in order that 
justices should be men who command general confidence, it is also 
desirable “that the area of selection should be wide, and the 
choice comprehensive, so that the bench may include men of all 
social classes and of all shades of creed and political opinion” ; 
and the Commission concur in the view, which has been presented 
to them very forcibly, “that it is in the public interest that 
working men with a first-hand knowledge of the conditions of 








698 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





July 23, 1910, 


= 








life among their own class should be appointed to the county as 
well as to the borough benches.” It is further proposed to 
increase the efficiency of the benches by requiring from each 
justice on his appointment a formal undertaking on his part to 
fulfil his fair share of magisterial duties, and in default he is 
either to resign or to be removed. 

The Proposed Advisory Committees, 

It IS EASIER to lay down principles for the appointment of 
justices than to see that they are carried into effect. The 
difficulty lies, of course, in the great number of justices that have 
to be appointed. There are, it seems, 1,001 districts in England 
and Wales in which courts of summary jurisdiction are 
established and all these have to be manned. As one means of 
excluding political appointments, the Commission advise that no 
unasked-for recommendations should be received from Parlia- 
mentary members or candidates, or from political agents or 
political associations. A memorandum to the report strikes a 
dissentient note, but we imagine that this suggestion would be 
as welcome to members of Parliament as it would be, to a large 
extent, effective in securing the object in view. But the 
important part of the report is the recommendation of the 
appointment of advisory committees. Neither the Lord 
Chancellor nor the Lords Lieutenant can have actual knowledge 
of candidates. ‘They have to get their information from such 
sources as are available. The methods pursued by Lords 
Lieutenant differ, the Commission say, widely, and there appears, 
in their opinion, to be some ground for the suggestion that their 
opportunities of obtaining information are insufficient, and the 
results unsatisfactory. But, except in a few cases, there has been 
no evidence that the Lords Lieutenant have shewn political 
partiality in their recommendations. One function of the advisory 
committees would be to procure reliable information as to the 
fitness of persons nominated for appointment. It is proposed that 
the power of recommendation should be left with the Lord Lieu- 
tenant, but that he should receive suggestions from the com- 
mittee, and transmit these suggestions to the Lord Chancellor ; 
and that the Lord Chancellor should, when he thinks right, con- 
sult the committee upon the fitness or relative claims of suggested 
candidates. The appointment of the committees is to lie with the 
Lord Chancellor, and it is proposed that, in appointing them, 
chief importance should be given to securing for them a repre- 
sentative character. They would also advise the Lord Chancellor 
as to the necessity for the appointment of additional justices, 
and as to resignation for non-attendance. In practice the com- 
mittee would, we imagine, obtain a more influential position than 
that assigned to them in the report, but this would probably be 
an advantage. The present system imposes on the Lord Chan- 
cellor a task impossible of adequate fulfilment. 


Interpretation of Non-technica! Words. 

THE OTHFR day the House of Lords disagreed with the Court 
of Appeal as to the meaning to be given to the expression 
“carry on business.” A decision of a somewhat similar kind 
has recently been given by the Judicial Committee, with respect 
to the expression “ stored or kept,” as applied to gasoline. The 
Supreme Court of Canada had held that where a stove containing 
a small quantity of gasoline was in use ina building, the gasoline 
must be considered to have been “stored or kept” in the 
building. The Judicial Committee disagreed with this view, 
and held that gasoline could not be said to be “ stored or kept ” 
in a house merely by reason of a small quantity being in course 
of consumption in a stove: see Thompson v. Equity Fire Insurance 
Co, (Times, July 18th). The case arose out of a claim under a 
fire insurance policy. One condition of the policy was that 
the insurers were not liable for loss occurring “while 
gasoline is stored or kept in the building insured.” 
A cooking stove that burnt gasoline was lighted, and 
the fire under which the claim was made was actually caused 
by the gasoline in the stove. It was contended that the 
presence of any gasoline at all on the premises was sufficient to 
bar the claim. But Lord MACNAGHTEN, in delivering the 
judgment of the Judicial Committee, pointed out that the fatal 
objection to this argument was that it gave no meaning at all to 
‘stored or kept,” but made the words read as if they were 





| that of the ordinary trade union members. 





“while gasoline is . . . in the building insured.” The words, 
said Lord MACNAGHTEN, must have their ordinary meaning, and 
so construing them, the small quantity of gasoline which was in 
the stove for the purpose of consumption could not be said to be 
“stored or kept” in the building when the loss occurred. The 
cases under the Workmen’s Compensation Acts provide plenty of 
illustrations of the difficulty experienced by the courts in 
construing non-technical expressions. Of these the most recent 
was reported in the Times of July 19th—Aoore v. Manchester 
Liners—where the House of Lords, by a majority of three to two, 
reversed the Court of Appeal. The question was whether the 
death by drowning of a sailor in climbing up a ship’s side from the 
shore was due to an accident “in the course of his employment.” 
The decision of the House of Lords was that the accident did 
arise ‘in the course of ” the man’s “ employment.” 


Costs of Counterclaims. 

THE PROCEDURE which allows of an action being met by a 
counterclaim affords a convenient method of disposing of different 
questions arising between the same parties ; but the mingling of 
two distinct matters of litigation sometimes raises nice questions 
of practice and in particular as to costs. A counterclaim is in 
its nature a cross-action, and priméd facie there is one set of 
costs on each side in the action, and one set in the counterclaim. 
If the plaintiff’s claim and the defendant's counterclaim are both 
dismissed with costs, then the natural course is to order the plaintiff 
to pay the defendant's taxed costs of the claim, and to order 
the defendant to pay the plaintiff's taxed costs of the counterclaim, 
with a set off ; but in fact the costs may not be easily separable in 
this way, and there appears to have been a practice in such cases 
to order taxation of the defendant’s costs, except so far as increased 
by the counterclaim, and of the plaintiff's costs only so far as 
increased by the counterclaim. In James y. Jackson (1910, 2 Ch. 
92) WARRINGTON, J., has pronounced in favour of the former 
and more direct mode of taxation and set off, though he intimated 
that in the actual taxation the result might not be very different. 
Probably it will necessitate the apportionment of various items 
which would not require apportionment under the usual form of 
order, and it may be found less convenient. A correspondent 
calls attention to another matter in the same connection which 
has recently been decided by the Court of Appeal. When an 
action is brought in the High Court in which only county court 
costs are recoverable, and is met by a counterclaim, which is 
properly a High Court matter, the plaintiff, if he successfully 
resists the counterclaim, can recover High Court costs on it. 
This was decided in Amon v. Bobbett (C.A., 22 Q. B. D. 543) on 
the ground that the counterclaim must be treated as a separate 
action, and that it carried the costs of its proper forum. In 
Williams v. Poole (C.A., June 27th), our correspondent informs 
us, a like decision has been given where the counterclaim was 
in respect of a county court matter, and this, we presume, is on 
the ground that the defendant had chosen his own forum, and, 
being unsuccessful, was bound to pay the costs of that forum. 
Thus the defendant, if unsuccessful in his counterclaim, pays 
costs on the High Court scale whether it is above or below the 
county court limit. 


The ‘‘ Parliamentary Levy” Cases. 

Two NEW points in the long series of “ patliamentary levy’ 
actions were brought out on motion before Joyvur, J., last week. 
In Fisher v. Derbyshire Miners’ Association (Times, July 16th) it 
was stated that at the trial the following point would be taken: 
The defendants paid a contribution to the Miners’ lederation, 
and had no control over the use, political or otherwise, made of 
that contribution. They themselves did not pay a penny directly 
to the support of any Member of Parliament, or the payment ot! 
his election expenses. The position of the miners’ members in 
respect of the Osborne judgment may thus be distinguishable from 
Further, the defend. 
ants in this case successfully claimed, relying on an order of 
PARKER, J., the week before, to insert in their interim undertaking 
this proviso: “but this undertaking is not to prevent the defendant 
association or the defendant trustees from receiving or applying 
payments made by any members of the defendant association, 
beyond their ordinary contributions, for the purpose mentioned 
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jn the notice of motion or any of them, if such payments be 
requested from the members, accompanied by a statement that 
the payments are entirely voluntary, and that no cbarge of 
arrears will be made against any member who objects or refuses 
to pay, and that such member shall continue to enjoy the full 
benefit of the defendant association notwithstanding such refusal.” 


Increment Value Duty Stanip. 


THE Finance (1909-10) Act,1910, contains provisions for charging, 


assessing, and collecting Increment Value Duty on certain 
occasions. We shall not discuss the manner in which the 


amount of the duty is to be ascertained, or the manner in 
which it is to be assessed on any occasion other than a sale or 
lease of Jand. 
The Act, s. 1 (a), provides that 
“on the occasion of any transfer on sale of the fee simple of the 
land or of any interest in the land, in pursuance of any contract 
made after the commencement of this Act, or the grant in pursu- 
ance of any contract made after the commencement of this Act, of 
any lease (not being a Jease for a term of years not exceeding 
fourteen years) of the land the duty, or proportionate 
part of the duty, so far as it has not been paid on any previous 
occasion, shall be collected in accordance with the provisions of this 
Act.” 


It will be observed that no duty is to be charged on the 
occasion of a transfer on sale or lease in pursuance of a contract 
made before the commencement of the Act, or of a lease for a 
term not exceeding fourteen years. Where exemption from duty 
is claimed for the latter reason, inspection of the lease will shew 
whether the duty is payable or not; the term granted by the 
lease will either exceed or will not exceed fourteen years ; in 
the former case duty will be payable, in the latter it will not. 
Where, however, exemption from duty is claimed on the ground 
that the transfer or lease was made in pursuance of a contract 
made before the commencement of the Act, the case is different ; 
mere inspection of the deed will. not shew whether it was made 
pursuant to a contract entered into before the Act. No doubt, 
if the deed contains a recital of such a contract, neither of the 
parties to the deed can deny that it existed, but such a recital 
does not bind the Crown or a stranger to the deed, and on any 
occasion on which the purchaser or lessee has to prove his title, 
he will have to prove that the contract existed before the com- 
mencement of the Act. 

When we look at subsequent parts of the Act conferring 
exemption in respect of certain transactions, we find that in one 
case, and in one case only, viz., the grant or sale of a lease of a 
flat (see section 11)—the lease or transfer is not to be an occasion 
on which Increment Value Duty is to be collected, hence the 
instrument of a lease or transfer will shew that duty is not pay- 
able. But in other cases if exemption from duty is elaimed— 
i.e., for agricultural land or small dwelling-houses under sections 7 
and 8 (which we will discuss hereafter)—evidence must be given 
of some fact or facts of which the deed is not conclusive. 

The Act provides (section 4) that, 

(1) On any transfer on sale of the fee simple of any Jand or of any 
interest in Jand, or on the grant of any lease of any land for a term 
exceeding fourteen years, Increment Value Duty shall be assessed 
by the Commissioners and paid by the transferor or lessor, as the 
case may be. 

(2) It shall be the duty of the transferor or lessor, on the occasion 
of any transfer on sale of the fee simple of any land or of any 
interest in land or on the grant of any lease of any land for a term 
exceeding fourteen years, to present to the Commissioners, in 
accordance with regulations made by them, the instrument by means 
of which the transfer or the lease is effected or agreed to be effected 
or reasonable particulars thereof for the purpose of the assessment 
of duty thereon, and if the transferor or lessor fails to comply with 
this provision, he shall be liable on summary conviction to a fine not 
exceeding £10 and to pay interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per 
annum on any duty ultimately payable by him as from the date on 
which the instrument has been executed, but any person aggrieved 
by any conviction or order of a court of summary jurisdiction under 
this provision may appeal therefrom to a court of quarter sessions. 

(3) Any such instrument shall not, for the purposes of section 14 
of the Stamp Act, 1891, and notwithstanding anything in section 12 
of that Act, be deemed to be duly stamped unless it is stamped— 

(2) Either with a stamp denoting that the Increment Value Duty 





has been assessed by the Commissioners and paid in accordance with 
the assessment ; or 

(6) with a stamp denoting that all particulars have been delivered 
to the Commissioners, which, in their opinion, are necessary for the 
purpose of enabling them to assess the duty, and that security has 
been given for the payment of duty in any case where the Commis- 
sioners have required security ; or 

(c) with a stamp denoting that upon the occasion in question no 
Increment Value Duty was payable. 


This clause directs the Commissioners to assess the duty and 


| directs the vendor to present to them the instrument of transfer. 


It will be noticed that sub-section (1) says, “on any transfer on 
sale, &e.” Itis very difficult to understand how it is possible 
to cut these words down to mean “any transfer on sale made 
pursuant to a contract after the Act.” 

It is easy to see why the instrument is to be presented for 
assessment in every case, even where no duty is charged. If 
this was not the case, it would be easy to commit frauds on 
the revenue by making false recitals shewing that the deed 
fell under one of the exceptions. It may be argued that as the 
conveyance is to be presented to the Commissioners “in accord- 
ance with regulations made by them” they could dispense 
with the production in cases where they think fit. This view, 
however, is erroneous, as sub-section 5 of section 4 authorizes 
the presentation to be dispensed with in certain cases only. 

It should be observed that where a conveyance which ought 
to be stamped with an Increment Value Duty stamp is not 
so stamped, it cannot be given in evidence, and that the mere 
fact that the Commissioners declined to stamp it will not 
render it admissible. The provisions of the fourteenth section 
of the Stamp Act, 1891, enabling an officer of the court to 
accept payment of the amount of the stamp and penalty where 
a deed offered in evidence is not stamped, or is inadequately 
stamped, do not appear to apply to the case where the ques- 
tion is whether one of the Increment Value Duty stamps ought 
to have been affixed to the deed, because the facts which render 
Increment Value Duty payable may not be stated, or may be 
stated incorrectly in the dged. Moreover, the officer will not 
be able to assess the duty. 

The cases where Increment Value Duty is not to be charged 

on a sale may be divided into two heads: (a) Where there is 

fe charge owing to there being no increment value calculated 
| according to the provisions of the Act; (b) Where the duty 
is not to be charged whether there is increment value or not. 
As to this there are four cases— 





(1) Where the conveyance is made pursuant to a contract 
made before the commencement of the Act (section 1 (a) ). 

(2) Where the land ig agricultural land, having no higher 
value than its market value at the time for agricultural 
purposes only (section 7). 

(3) In certain cases of houses of small value occupied by 
the owners (section 8). 

(4) In certain cases where the land is agricultural land 
occupied by the owner (section 8 (2) ). 

It will be observed that if an Increment Value Duty Stamp 
is not affixed to the conveyance in either of these cases, the deed 
cannot, according to the words of the Act, be given in evidence, 
and assuming that, contrary to our opinion, the fact that 
the Commissioners decline to stamp the conveyance renders it 
admissible, it will always be necessary to prove that at the date 
of the conveyance the land fell under one of the exemptions—a 
fact which after the lapse of a few years it may be impossible 
to prove. It may be alleged that the Commissioners have only 
declined to stamp conveyances made pursuant to contracts made 
before the Act, and that they have not, so far as it is known, 
declined to stamp conveyances falling under either of the other 
exceptions. We confess that we do not see why, if deeds falling 
under one excepted class are not to be stamped, deeds falling 
under another class are to be stamped. When we define a 
class and make certain exceptions, it can make no difference 
whether we except some members of the class in the original 
definition and subsequently make other exceptions, or whether 
we put all the exceptions together. ‘To take a very trivial 
example: What is the difference in the rules of admission to a 
museum between “All persons over seven years old except 
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women wearing big hats” and ‘‘all persons except persons under | Amendment Act, 1856 (19 & 20 Vict. ¢. 97), s. 13, and it 


eight years old and women wearing big hats ” ? 


was provided that an acknowledgment in writing signed by a 


It appears to us that the Commissioners do not make the | duly authorized agent of the party chargeable should have the 
proper distinction between the “charge,” “assessment,” and | same effect as if the writing had been signed by the party him- 


“collection” of the duty. 


When a conveyance on sale is | self. 


The express allowance of signature by an agent in the one 


executed, the land becomes “charged” with the duty unless it | case, while the other was left to the terms of the original 
falls under one of the excepted cases. In order to avoid | statute which required signature by the party to be charged, was 
frauds on the revenue in all these cases the duty has to be | strong confirmation of the decisions prior to the statute of 1856, 
assessed,” whether in the result duty is to be collected or not. | which required that the signature should in both cases be by 
The actual collection will in most cases take place after an interval | the party himself, and not by an agent ; and hence in Swift y, 


of time. 
To recapitulate : 


Increment Value Duty is charged on the occasion of any | not raise any liability against the bank. 


transfer on sale of land, with certain exceptions (sections 1, 7, 8). 
The duty is a stamp duty (section 3 (6) ). 


Jewsbury (L. BR. 9 Q. B. 301) it was held that signature of a 
representation as to credit made by a manager of a bank did 
And this, as was 
pointed out by Lord CoLeripGE, C.J., was reasonable, since a 
charge of misrepresentation as to credit was a charge of fraud, 


On any transfer on sale the duty is to he assessed by the|and the charge should not be sustainable against the person 


Commissioners (section 4 (1) ). 


If the instrument of transfer is not stamped it cannot be 


received in evidence (section 4 (3) ). 


The Commissioners decline to assess the duty in one of the 


exceptional cases where it is not charged. 
The result will be as follows : 


(1) If the view of the Commissioners is correct, on every 
dealing with the land by a person claiming under the 
instrument which is not stamped it will be necessary to 


prove that the unstamped transfer fell within the exception, 
thus throwing a heavy expense on the landowner. 

(2) If the view of the Commissioners is incorrect, the title 
of the purchaser taking under the instrument that they have 
declined to stamp will be bad. 

We venture to hope that the question discussed in this article 
will shortly be decided by the Court, and, if the opinion of 
the Commissioners is correct, that a short Act will be passed with 
all speed declaring that all conveyances not charged with duty 
shall be impressed with a stamp denoting that no Increment Duty 
was payable. 


Representation of Bank Manager 


. ~~ 

as to Credit of Customer. 
THE reversal by the Court of Appeal (Zines, 19th inst.) of the 
decision of Ripiey, J., in Parsons v. Barclay & Co. and Goddard 
shews that the position of a bank manager who makes a repre- 
sentation as to a customer’s credit is not so dangerous as that 
decision implied, and a bank manager, like other persons who 
make representations, is entitled to the benefit of Peck v. Derry 
(14 App. Cas. 337), and is not liable for an error in the repre- 
sentation in the absence of fraud. In general, inquiries made of 
a bank.as to the credit of a customer are answered in a very 
guarded way, and it is usually recognized that even a favourable 
answer is not to be accepted as by itself justifying an advance 
to, or other acceptance of the liability of, the customer. As a 
corroboration of favourable reports from other quarters it may 
possibly beuseful. By itself it cannot, in any considerable trans- 
action, be accepted as sufficient unless it is unusually precise and 
favourable. But these are the considerations which anyone 
making such an inquiry will have in his mind. They do not 
touch the legal position of a bank or its manager who answers 
the inquiry. 

As regards the bank itself no liability arises, because the 
answer to the inquiry is always given either verbally or by a 
memorandum signed only by a manager, and the bank is 
protected by the Statute of Frauds Amendment Act, 1828 (9 
Geo. 4, c. 14), s. 6. Under this section no action can can be 
brought to charge any person upon a representation relating to 
the credit of another person, to the intent that such other 
person may obtain credit, money, or goods thereupon, unless 
such representation is made in writing “signed by the party to 
be charged therewith.” These words contain no reference to 
signature by an agent, and the provision in the same statute for 
written acknowledgments of simple contract debts was in the 
same form and required the acknowledgment to be signed 
by “the party chargeable thereby.” As regards signature of 
acknowledgments, this was altered by the Mercantile Law 


making the representation except on his own signature to the 
document. “If,” said Lord CoLERIDGE, “you mean to charge 
a person with a fraudulent act, whereby you have been damni 
fied in respect of the conduct of another, you shall not charge 
that person unless you can produce his own handwriting for the 
statement of fraud by which you say you have been misled.” 
In Hirst v. West Riding Union Banking Co. (1901, 2 K. B. 560) 
the point was raised that an incorporated company was not a 
“person” within the meaning of section 6 of the Statute of Frauds 
Amendment Act, 1828, but it was overruled by the Court of 
Appeal. Whether in a particular statute the word “ person” 
means a natural person, or also an artificial person, is a matter, 
as STIRLING, L.J., pointed out, to be determined by considering 
the context and the object of the enactment. But in a statute 
protecting persons from liability for representation the intention 
of the Legislature may well have been to protect corporations 
as well as individuals, and section 6 was construed accordingly. 

In no case of this kind, therefore, is it practicable to fix any 
liability on the bank, and the remedy must be sought, if at all, 
against the bank manager who actually signs the representation. 
If he makes the representation verbally, he is under no liability 
at all, and bank managers act prudently when they adopt this 
course. But if he makes the representation in writing and signs 
it, then he may be liable, but, as the Court of Appeal have now 
held, only in the unlikely case of his making the representation 
fraudulently. 

In Swift v. Jewsbury (supra), where, as already stated, the bank 
escaped liability, the decision was adverse to the manager. 
There the plaintiff, who was a customer of a Sheffield bank, 
requested the manager to inquire of a Cheltenham bank if R. 

was good for a bill of £2,937. The inquiry made by the 
| Shefheld manager was whether R. was responsible to the extent 
| of £50,000, and the answer was that R. had a rent-roll of £7,000 
| and large expectancies, and would not incur the liability named 
unless he was certain to meet the engagement. The bill was 
taken, and before it was due K. became insolvent. The jury 
found that the letter was written by the Cheltenham manager 
with the knowledge that it was untrue, and with the intention to 
mislead those to whom the representation should come. A 
verdict was entered against the manager for the sum which the 
| plaintiff had lost, and this verdict was not upset. 

In Hirst v. West Riding Union Banking Co. (supra), also, the 
result was adverse to the manager. The inquiry made of the 
bank was whether a certain company, who were customers, were 
“respectable and trustworthy to the extent of £2,000 to £3,000,” 
and whether they had issued debentures. The answer, signed 
by the manager, was that the company were respectable and 
appeared readily to obtain credit in the trade for the amount 
mentioned, and that the debentures were held privately, Credit 
was given in reliance on this answer, and a loss of over £2,000 
was incurred. The jury found that the representations in the 
first part of the letter were true, but that the representation in 
the second part was false. Judgment was entered for the 
plaintiff against both the bank and the manager. As against the 
bank it was reversed on the ground mentioned above ; but the 
manager’s appeal was dismissed : see 45 SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 
p. 615. 











In the case last referred to there was no specific finding of 
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fraud, and it is doubtful whether the judgment against the 
manager was justified on the actual findings. In the present 
case the findings went further, and if they had stood they would 
have supported the judgment which was given by Rip.ey, J. 
against the manager ; but in the view ofthe Court of Appeal 
they were not justified by the evidence. The inquiry related to 
a limited company, who were carrying on engineering work 
at Hounslow, and it asked for information as to their standing and 
financial position. It was addressed to a branch of Messrs. 
BaRCLAY’S bank, and the reply was that the company kept a 
satisfactory account, that they appeared to be doing a genuine 
and increasing business, and that their two managing directors 
were men of experience in their business. This was sent to the 
plaintiff's bank and was passed on to him in the form that the 
position was “satisfactory.” The plaintiff invested money in 
the company and lost it. The action was dismissed as against 
the bank, in accordance with Swift v. Jewsbury (supra), and 
as against the manager the jury found that the representation 
made to the plaintiff by his own bank was substantially the 
same as that made by the defendant, and that the statements 
made by him were made recklessly and carelessly, he not having 
fully satisfied himself as to the accuracy of his report, and with- 
out an honest belief that they were true. 

Doubtless these findings amounted to a finding of fraud within 
Derry v. Peek (supra), but in the opinion of the Master of the 
Rolls there was not a scintilla of evidence worthy of the considera- 
tion of the jury to support them. The account, it appears, was 
small and was frequently overdrawn, but it was for the bank to 
say whether this was satisfactory. The learned judge emphati- 
cally repudiated the suggestion that it was any part of a banker’s 
duty, in answering such a question, to make inquiries outside as 
to the solvency or otherwise of the firm asked about, or to do 
anything more than answer the question put to him honestly 
from what he knew of the books and accounts before him. To 
hold otherwise, he said, would be dangerous, and would put an 
end to a very wholesome and useful practice and long established 
custom which was largely followed by bankers. In his opinion 
the manager was entirely exonérated from the charges made 
against him, and judgments allowing the appeal were given also 
by FARWELL and KENNEDY, L.JJ. It is inconceivable that a 
bank manager should under such circumstances give an answer 
which was in fact fraudulent, and, as Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said, 
had the judgment stood it would have been impossible for a 
bank manager with safety to give written answers to inquiries as 
to credit. 


The Late Mr. Pennington. 








Tuz last few months have witnessed the removal by death of men | 


who have been regarded as pillars of the Law Society—Mr. E. K. 
Biytu, Mr. JosepH AppIson and Sir Joun HoLtams—but, great as 
was their help to the society, none of them could compare in length 
and assiduity of service with Mr. RicHarpD PENNINGTON, whose 
death it was our sad duty to record last week. He was a man, 
not only of remarkable ability and soundness of judgment, but 
so devoted to the interests of his profession as to spare no time or 
trouble in furthering them. 

Mr. PENNINGTON came of a Westmoreland stock, his father, Mr. 
JAMES PENNINGTON, being a solicitorat Kendal. He was educated 
at the Kendal Grammar School, and when only about sixteen 
years of age was articled to Mr. Tuomas Harrison, then Town 
Clerk of Kendal. He spent the last year of his articles with 
Mr. W. S. Cookson, the head of the firm of Clayton, Cookson, & 
Wainewright, of New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. His ability must have 
impressed the partners in that firm, for after he had been admitted 
as a solicitor in 1855, they engaged him as managing clerk, and he 
continued in that position for several years, until in 1865 he became 
a partner in the firm, and for nearly forty-five years carried on 
business, first with Mr. Cookson, Mr. R. A. WarINEWRIGHT, and 
Mr. R. E. WAINEwRIGHT, under the firm of Cookson, Waine- 
wright, Pennington, & Wainewright, and after the deaths of his 
vartners, and the admittance to the partnership of his son, Mr. 
[ERBERT PENNINGTON, under the firm of Pennington & Son. Mr, 
F. T. LEEMING was admitted a partner in 1905. 

Mr. PENNINGTON acquired a large and important business, mainly 
conveyancing. This is not wonderful, since he was a model adviser, 
astute and cautious, yet always vigorously zealous in the interests 
of his clients. He had the enviable faculty of converting clients 


into friends, and we know that many of them mourn his death 
as a personal bereavement. How in the busy years of his life he 
managed to get through his heavy private practice, while performing 
onerous duties in connection with the Law Society and otherwise, it 
is difficult to imagine, but we believe that he kept in his own 
| hands the business of a large number of clients, and transacted it 
with unfailing promptness, care, and neatness. His firm were 
solicitors to, among other institutions, St. Thomas’s Hospital, 
University College Hospital, and to the Reid Trust for the higher 
education of women. This last was an institution the objects of 
which appealed to him strongly, and we have heard that a large 
| part of the success of this valuable endowment was due to the infinite 
| care with which in its earlier days Mr. PENNINGTON personally super- 
| vised the conduct of its affairs, and kept the lady trustees (not then 
so experienced in business as women have since become) on the right 
| lines. We believe that up to the close of his life he kept the threads 
of its affairs in his own hands. 

In 1879 Mr. PENNINGTON was elected a member of the Council of 
the (then) Incorporated Law Society, and his services in this capacity 
eminently deserve the gratitude of the profession. It is not too 
much to say that no member of the Council was ever more 
active in attending to its concerns. As chairman of the Finance 
Committee for nearly twenty years, he was practically treasurer of 
the society during a period when its income was far from being 
in its present secured and prosperous condition. Constant vigilance 
was necessary in controlling the expenditure, and this was bestowed 
without stint by Mr. PENNINGTON, who, in answer to questions at 
meetings of the society, shewed the most complete mastery of 
every detail of the society’s balance sheet. He was also, we 
believe, for some time a member of the Discipline Committee. For 
many years his name stood at the top of the list of attendances at 
meetings of the Council and committees. He became President in 
1892-3, and at the Norwich meeting in 1892 delivered an address 
containing a careful and elaborate survey of the leading topics which 
were then occupying the attention of the solicitors, and dealing in 
particular with the then contemplated spread of officialism. He 
ended his address by words which seem as appropriate to-day as on the 
day they were uttered, viz. : “ I will venture to offer the advice that 
in framing such resolutions as you may think fit to pass care should 
be taken to shew so much judgment and such a sense of the public 
interest as may result in a weighty appeal to public opinion. We 
should be careful to avoid the suspicion of self-seeking. I well 
understand and deeply sympathize with the feelings of those who 
might be apt to grow somewhat warm when exposed to attacks of 
which they de not recognize the justice, and which they may fairly 
think injurious to their interests without conferring any benefit upon 
the ae mg Upon some of these topics my thoughts have already 
been laid before you. But I hope that we shall pursue steadfastly 
the policy which we have laid down for ourselves, to assist and 
promote every measure of salutary reform of the laws of our country 
and the practice and procedure of our courts, whilst we steadily 
resist every effort of those who seek, by means of statements which 
cannot be supported, and by promises which cannot be fulfilled, to 
induce an unwary public to become entangled in the web ot 
officialism, and also of those who seek to deprive solicitors of the 
independence and freedom of action which they ought to possess as 
gentlemen and members of a learned profession for the proper 
performance of their responsible duties, and upon which [ trust they 
will never cease to insist.” ° 

During Mr. PENNINGTON’s presidency there occurred the enter- 
tainment given by the society to the late King (then the Prince of 
Wales) at a banquet in their hall. The arrangements, which were 
perfect in every respect, were naturally the subject of much anxiety 
to the President, but at the dinner he sat by the Prince as unworried 
and collected to all appearance as if he was presiding at an ordinary 
house dinner ; and it was obvious from the flow of talk between host 
and guest that the Prince—‘ the best conversationalist in Europe” — 
found himself in congenial society. The story has often been told of 
the extremely late hour at which the Royal guest departed and the 
consequent inconvenience to the members of the Council who resided 
out of town. 

At the time of his death Mr. PENNINGTON was a member of the 
Royal Commission which is inquiring into the working of the Land 
Transfer Acts—the only solicitor member of that body. The evidence 
has long since been completed and much time has been devoted to 
its consideration, so we may hope that the report, which is to see 
the light some day, has had. the benefit of his calm judgment and 
accurate knowledge. He was also chairman of the Legal and 
General Life Assurance Society. 

Mr. PENNINGTON never wholly severed his connection with West- 
moreland. He had a house at Windermere, to which he often 
resorted, and we believe he was particularly pleased when he was 
made a justice of the peace for his native county. His devotion to 
music was well known ; it was the unfailing resource of his scanty 
leisure, 
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Reviews. 
The Finance Act, 1910. 


THE BupGer : THe Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, with F'uLI. Notes 
ON THE LAND Duties, MInerRAL Duties, [Ncome Tax, LIcENCcE 
Duties, Deatn Duties, Stamp Duties, Customs anp Excise 
DUTIES ; AND AN INTRODUCTION AND INDEX. By W. H. Aces, 
M.A., LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

This is a copy of the new Finance Act, issued as one of the pub- 
lishers’ “ Annotated Acts”—that is, in the form of the Acts in 
“Chitty’s Statutes ”—and will be useful for practitioners who prefer 
to use a well printed and consecutive copy of the Act, not over- 
burdened with notes, rather than a work in which the words of the 
Legislature only emerge at rare intervals in the commentator’s pages. 
We do not undervalue the commentator, but sometimes the practi- 
tioner likes to have just the Act before him and puzzle things out for 
himself. Mr. Aggs’ edition is very useful for this purpose, and 
the footnotes give such help by way of cross-reference and explana- 
tion as is necessary to appreciate the statutory provisions. Under 
section 25 it is suggested that the reference in the definition of “ gross 


value” to the “ willing seller” is intended to exclude the 10 per cent. | 


usually allowed on compulsory sales, and doubtless no such addition 
is authorized in ascertaining site value. 


The New Land Taxes. 


THE New LAnpd VALUATION UNDER THE Finance Act, 1909-10: 
THe New Lanp Durtes, Licenstne Duties, Stamp Duties AND 
ALTERATION IN DeatH Duties. By CLement E. Davies, B.A 
LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. With PRAcTICcAL 
VALUATION, by Cutupert J. Lake, F.S.I1. The Estates Gazette 
(Limited). 

This is a useful and practical treatise on the land tax clauses of 
the Finance Act, 1910. ‘These are novel and complicated, and the 
persons responsible for the drafting of the clauses did not perform 
their work in such a manner as to tend to simplicity. In course of 
time the working of the Act may, by experience and judicial decision, 
become clearer, but at present the practitioner has a task of difficulty 
before him in advising upon it, and the comments and practical 
examples given in Mr. Clement Davies’ work will afford substantial 
guidance. Perhaps the sections of most immediate importance are 
section 3, which provides for the collection of increment value duty. 
and section 25, which provides for the original determination of 
site value. The notes and illustrations to the former explain how 
the duty is to be ascertained and collected on various occasions when 
the fee simple passes, or when lesser interests are created or trans- | 


"9 


ferred. Under section 25 Mr. Davies, as others before him, finds it | 
necessary to resort to algebra to make the tortuous definitions of the | 
draftsman intelligible, but he suggests that in practice the valuer | 
may not go through the process directed by the Act, but may “assess 
the value of the bare site straightaway.” Doubtless there will be 
such short cuts to valuation, but whether they will stand discussion 
with the commissioners is another matter. The whole text of the 
Act is printed, but, save as regards the land taxes clauses, without 
notes. It would have been convenient if the marginal notes to the 
Act had been inserted. The book contains the forms and rules issued 
up to its publication, and, in addition to the examples of valuation 
given in the body of the work, a series of examples by Mr. Cuthbert 
J. Lake is given in an appendix. ; 





Maritime Law. 


MaritTiME Law : ILLUSTRATED BY THE History OF A SHIP FROM 
AND INCLUDING THE AGREEMENT TO Buinp Her Unit SHE! 
Becomes a Toran Loss. By ALBERT SAUNDERS, Solicitor. | 
Seconp Epition, ENtarGED. Effingham Wilson ; Sweet & Max- 
well (Limited). 








Mr. Saunders has given interest to the subject of maritime law by 
illustrating it from the history of the good ship Malabar from 
her building and first voyage to the collision in the course of her 
ninth voyage which renders her a total loss. In the interval she 
experiences various adventures which lead to the practical applica- 
tion of the leading principles of maritime law and procedure. Thus 
on her journey from the Tyne Dock, Newcastle, where she was 
built, to London to take up her first charter, she runs into a German 
steamer, The Berlin, off Pisaiornanh Head. The Berlin is sunk 





with several of her crew, and her owners commence an action in 
rem. ‘This gives occasion for an exposition of the nature of such an 
action and of maritime liens. The arrest of /'he Malabar is pre- 
vented by the prompt entry of a caveat and she proceeds on her first 
voyage. The discussion of maritime lien starts with the case of Zhe 





EXAMPLES IN | 


| 1886-92, and 1895-1905, and other Lawyers. Vol. V.: 


Bold Buccleugh (7 Moo. P. C. C. 267), and the different modes in 
which the lien arises are stated and discussed. The same method is 
employed in regard to other incidents, and the result is to give a 
| very complete and practical sketch of the law of shipping. In the 
| present edition a chapter has been added on time charters, and 
| many incidents from the Russo-Japanese War have been used for 
the chapter dealing with the adventures of 7e Malabar in time of 
war. The book justifies the amplification which it has received in 
| the present edition. 
! 


| 





| 





Student’s Statute Law. 


THE STATUTE STUDENT’s LAW, BEING SPECIALLY INTENDED FOR THE 
UsE oF CANDIDATES AT THE FrnAL AND Honours EXAMINATIONS 
OF THE LAW Soctety. Frera Epirion. By ALBERT GIBSON, ARTHUR 
WELDon, and W. Gipson Rivineton, M.A. The “ Law Notes” 
Publishing Offices. 

In this edition of the “Student’s Statute Law” the editors point 
out the greater activity which the Legislature has displayed in the 
| second quinquennium of the present century as compared with the 
| first. The period 1900 to 1905 includes comparatively few statutes 
| of interest. Since that date numerous statutes have been passed, 
| including the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, the Marine 





| Insurance Act, 1906, the Trade Disputes Act, 1906, the Agricultural 

Holdings Act, 1908, the Law of Distress Amendment Act, 1908, the 
, Companies Act, 1908, andthe Finance Act,1910. The editors have 
found it impracticable, from considerations of space, to include the 
Companies Act, 1908, and they leave the student to investigate that 
statute inaseparate work on company law. The Finance Act, 1910, was 
passed after the book was printed, but a useful statement of it is given 
in the Appendix, together with a list of corrections which the Act has 
necessitated in the text. For the rest the work furnishes a very 
complete epitome of the statutes to which a student may require to 
refer. Some of the more important—such as the Conveyancing and 
Settled Land Acts—are stated in detail, and the leading decisions 
on these are given ; others are stated shortly, and the decisions are 
referred to only so far as necessary for the due understanding of 
their provisions. The use of the book is facilitated by the subjects 
under which the statutes are grouped being arranged in alphabetical 
order. The fullness with which the statutes are collected and stated 
makes the work valuable for the practitioner as well as the student. 
In particular the subject of Death Duties is so treated as to furnisha 
very useful epitome of the statute law. 

Books of the Week. 

Laws of England.—The Laws of England: being a Complete 
Statement of the whole Law of England. By the Right Hon. the 
Earl of Hatssury, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain 1885-86, 
Companies. 

sutterworth & Co. 

Workmen’s Compensation Cases.—A Digest of Cases 
decided under the Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1897-1906, in the 
House of lords, Courts of Appeal in England and Ireland, Divisional 
and High Courts in England, and Court of Session in Scotland, with 
the Acts of 1906 and 1909, and Orders extending the Provisions of 
the Act of 1906 to additional Industrial Diseases. By Frank 
BEVERLEY, LL.B. (Lond.), Barrister-at-Law. Stevens «& Sons 
(Limited). 

English Civil Law.—A Digest of English Civil Law. By 
Epwakp JENKS, M.A., B.C.L. (Editor), W. M. Getpart, M.A., 
R. W. Leg, M.A., B:C.L., W.S. Hotpswortn, D.C.L., J. C. Mites, 
M.A., Barristers-at-Law. Book II., Part II]., continued: Law ot 
(Juasi-Contract and Torts. By J.C. Mires. Butterworth & Co. 

Current Case Law.—Butterworth’s Quarterly Digest of 
Reported Cases from January Ist to July Ist, 1910: being the 
Second Quarterly Supplement of Butterworth’s Twelve Years’ Digest, 
and containing the Cases decided in the Supreme and other Courts. 
Edited by Harry Cover, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 

English Case Law.—Mew’s Digest of English Case Law: 
Quarterly issue, July 1910. By JoHn Mews, Barrister-at-Law. 
This part contains cases reported from January Ist to July Ist, 1910 
(each part will incorporate and supersede the previous one). Stevens 
& Sons (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). Price 5s. 

Assurance Companies Act, 1909.—The Assurance Com- 
panies Act, 1909, Annotated. By J. H. Warts, Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Costs.—An Alphabetical Guide to the Law of Costs as Regulated 
by the Rules of the Supreme Court. By J. L. M. Benest, Solicitor. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 
| Law Quarterly Review.—The Law Quarterly Review. 
| Edited by Sir Freperick Pottock, Bart., D.C.L., LL.D. Vol. XXVL., 
July, 1910. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 
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Correspondence. 


The Duties of Secretaries of Public Companies 
as to Stamps on Transfers. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—I agree with Messrs. Owston & Co. that the practice that 
is coming into vogue, and which is already adopted by many coin- 
panies, of requiring evidence that transfers stated to be made for a 
nominal consideration are adequately stamped, is one that will give 
a good deal of trouble to the profession, and probably still more to 
the secretaries of companies ; but I fear we shall have to submit to it. 

[ find that several of the more prominent companies have of late 
insisted on a certificate explaining the circumstances that justify 
the insertion of a nominai consideration. Somecompanies appear to 
ask for the information on all occasions, others to exercise a certain 
amount of discrimination ; for instance, when it is apparent that 
the transfer is ancillary to an appointment of new trustees no 
questions are asked; when, however, it looks as if it were executed by 
an executor to vest some stock or shares in a legatee, an inquiry is 
sent as to the reason for the transfer, and, unless my memory is 
misleading me, a secretary sent me a circular addressed to 
his company by the authorities to the efiect that while a 
transfer by an executor to a residuary legatee of stocks or shares 
forming part of the residuary estate is only liable to the 10s. 
stamp, a transfer to a pecuniary legatee of any security he 





had agreed to take in discharge of his legacy must bear an ad valorem | 


stamp, and intimating that it is, in the opinion of the authorities, 
the duty of every secretary to ascertain, before registering a transfer 
with a 10s, stamp, that the circumstances are such as to render sucha 
stamp sufficient. 

Whether secretaries of companies are bound to give heed to such 
a direction may possibly be open to question, but if they are not, 


|} County Court. 


and determine to resist the attempt to impose these duties upon | 


them, can we doubt that a clause in some Government Act will 
shortly impose them beyond possibility of resistance, or possibly 
prohibit the registration of any transfer bearing the 10s. stamp in 
respect of a nominal consideration unless the stamp has been 


adjudicated, if indeed the last Finance Act has not by section 74, | 


sub-section 2, practically done this already, as it provides that no | 


transfer operating as a voluntary disposition inter vivos shall be | 


deemed duly starnped unless so adjudicated. 
Hereford, July 18. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 
Sir,—I do not know whether you have yet considered in your 


columns the point as to what stamps should be placed on voluntary 


settlements of stocks and on the subsequent transfers of the stocks 
by the settlor to the trustees. 

I understand the Somerset House authorities claim that in such a 
case the settlement should be stamped with a deed stamp of 10s., and 
the transfers with ad valorem 10s. per cent. stamps, and this claim is 
being acquiesced in by most practitioners. 

There does not appear to be any authority in the Finance (1909-10) 

Act, 1910, for this claim, which seems to be based on a confused and 
unconsidered reading of section 74. This section only imposes the 
ad valorem stamp on voluntary conveyances, not on voluntary 
settlements, as such. Sub-section 1 describes the instruments on 
which the new duty is imposed as “veluntary dispositions inter 
vivos.” Sub-section 6 refers to them as “conveyances or transfers 
made for nominal consideration.” Sub-section 4 provides that the 
new stamp shall be aftixed on any instrument which is chargeable 
with duty oth as a conveyance or transfer and as a settlement ; and 
it should be noted that this sub-section does not go on to say that the 
several instruments consisting of a settlement and subsequent 
transfers are to be regarded as one instrument for the purpose of 
this sub-section. 
_ It is clear, therefore, that, as a voluntary settlement of stocks by 
itself does not come under any of the foregoing headings, it is only 
liable to be stamped with the old ad valorem stamp of 5s. per cent. 
imposed by the Stamp Act, 1891. 

When the settlement has been so stamped, the subsequent transfers 
to the trustees, being transfers “ under which no beneficial interest 
sy in the property transferred,” are exempt, under sub-section 6, 
rom the new duty, and therefore need only be stamped with the old 
deed stamps of 10s. each. 

If the point I have raised is a good one, I suggest that the matter 
should be taken up by the Law Society, as the amount involved in 
individual cases is seldom sufficiently large to justify an individual 
being advised to fight the authorities. 

Harorp B. Horcoop. 

17, Spring-gardens, S.W., July 16. 


[See observations under the head of ‘‘ Current Topics.”—Eb. S.J.] 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


MANCHESTER LINERS (LIM.). 16th June; 18th July. 


WoRKMEN’s COMPENSATION—ACCIDENT ARISING 
WoRKMEN’S COMPENSA- 


MOORE 
MASTER AND SERVANT 

OUT OF AND IN THE CouRSE OF EMPLOYMENT 

TION Acr, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 1. 

1 fireman went ashore to procure necessaries mot provided by the 
owners of the ship on which he was employed. On returning to the 


ship he fell off a ladder, which was the only means of access to the 
ship, and was drowned. 
Held, by Lord Loreburn, i Lord Ashbourne, and Lord James 


of Hereford, that the widow was entitled to compensation, as the 
accident ‘arose out of and in the course of the man’s employment.” 

Held, by Lord Macnaghten and Lord Mersey, dissentitig, that as the 
deceased man went ashore for his own purposes, and not on the ship's 
business, and that inasmuch as he had not actually got back on board 
the vessel, there had been an interruption in his employment which 
prevented the accident from arising ‘‘in the course of the employ- 
ment’’ within the meaning of section 1 of the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1906. 

By a majority, therefore, the decision of the Court of Appeal (1909, 
1 K. B. 417) was reversed, and award of the county court judge 
restored, 

Appeal from a decision of the Court of Appeal (Cozens-Hardy, M.R., 
and Farwell, L.JJ., Moulton, L.J., dissenting), reversing an award 
made in favour of the applicant by the judge of the Manchester 
The facts as found by the County Court judge were 
as follows: James Moore was a fireman on board the steamship 
Manchester Exchange. On the evening of the 7th of May, 1908, when 
the ship was lying off South Brooklyn, Moore and four others went 
ashore. In the case of foreign seamen going ashore in American ports 
they are required by the American law to have written passes. The 
judge was not satisfied on the evidence that these men _ had 
written passes, but he found that if they had not, it was because their 
superior admittedly knew that they were going ashore. The visit on 
shore was for the purpose of obtaining ordinary necessaries of life 
tobacco, soap, clothing, and the like. Moore and the others had some 
drink while on shore, but they were capable of walking home, and 
the judge found that Moore was not guilty of any serious or 
wilful misconduct. The ship was connected with the shore by a 
ladder, which was tied to a stay on the ship, but left sufficiently loose 
to give it play with the rise and fall of the tide. While climbing up 
the ladder to get back on board, Moore fell off into the water and 
was drowned. The widow claimed compensation, and the judge, 
being of opinion that the accident to Moore arose out of and 
in the course of the deceased’s employment, made an award of £250 
The employers appealed. The Court of Appeal 
dissenting) set aside the award, being of opinion that 
‘‘arise in the course of’’ the employment, and 
The widow appealed. 


in her favour. 
(Moulton, L.J.. 
the accident did not 
entered judgment for the employers. 
Tue Hovse took time to consider. 
Lord Loresurn, C., said that in this case a seaman, after being 
ashore with some comrades, jn climbing from the quay to the ship on 
his return by a ladder, which was not very firmly fixed, fell into 
the water and was drowned. How he came to be ashore was in dis 
pute—whether on ship’s business or with or without leave. Upon this 
question of fact he would not detain their lordships, because Moulton, 
L.J., had stated his reasons for thinking that the deceased went ashore 
with leave for his own purposes so clearly that he could not do better 
than adopt what that learned judge had siid as his own opinion on this 
point. In these circumstances it was not seriously contested that the 
accident which caused the death arose out of the man’s employment ; 
but the point was not that, but whether the accident occurred in the 
course of the employment, which was quite a different question. On 
that point, too, he agreed with Moulton, L.J. The conclusion he came 
to was that this appeal should be allowed, since he thought an accident 
befell a man “in course of ’’ his employment if it occurred while he 
was doing what a man so employed might reasonably do within a time 
during which he was employed, and at a place where he might reason- 
ably be during that time. ; 
Lord ASHBOURNE read a short judgment, agreeing with 
Chancellor. 
Lord James or HereEForD also gave judgment in favour of the appeal 
being allowed. The deceased man in going ashore committed no. breach 
of duty; he did not conceal his leaving the ship, and his associates in 
such departure were not punished. If the deceased man was rightfully 
away from the ship it would certainly be within his duty and so 
within his employment to return to the ship. Assuming that the 
deceased did not obtain the permission required by the American 
Government to entitle sailors to land, that would be a mere incident 
only. Its absence might be an infringement of the law of America, 
but this was an action between English subjects, and the issue now 
being tried between them was in no way affected by the alleged breach 
of American law by the deceased man. 
Lord MACNAGHTEN read a judgment dissenting. He thought that 
the decision of the majority of the Court of Appeal was right. It 
seemed to him that the man’s employment had nothing whatever to do 
with the accident, except it might be said that if the man had not 
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been employed on the respondents’ vessel he would not in al! human | 
probability have lost his life on that particular nig and in that 
particular way. 

Lord Mersey agreed with Lord Macnaghten. He thought to hold 
otherwise would be to stretch the Act of Parliament so as to make 
it cover cases to which it was never intended to applv—a misfortune 
alike to employers and their men. Appeal all 1 and ird of 
county court judge restored.—CounseL, (. A. Russell, K.C ind 
T. C. P. Gibbon, for the appella J. R. Atl K.C., and JM. 
Montgomery, for the respondent company. Soxicirors, Johnson, 
Weatherall, & Sturt, for Field & Cunningh . Manchester: Potterell 


d& Roche. 
[Reporte 


i by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 

















CLARK LLOYDS BANK (LIM. Joyce, J. 15th July. 
Nursance—Nor1sE—Private Hoter—Earty Bvuitpinc Operations 
INJUNCTION 
The owner of pr ses which were be y rebuilt caused serious annoy 
ance and pecuniary | to his neighbour by allowing noisy work to be 
carried on in the ea ly MOTTUNG du ing the summe? and his neighbour 
brought an action against him. On motion f an interim injunction to 

restrain him from starting noisy operations before 7 7.30 a.m. 

Held, following Browning and Heseltine v. Harrod’s re (Times, 
13th of August, 1902; Builder, 16th of August, 1902), that the injunc- 
tion must be refused. 

BM was a motion in an action by the owner of a private hotel in | 

James’s against his lessors and neighbours. who were demolishing 
os rebuilding part of their premises; and the motion was for an 
interim injunction to restrain the defendants from carrying on work 
before half-past seven (or, at the earliest, se o'clock) in the morning, 
s0 as to disturb by noise the plaintiff o occupants of his private 
hotel. The first application for an injunction was made in May of this 
year. Since then, frequent applications had been made to the court. 


akings given 
ground that 


on undert 
was made on the 


had ¢ tood over from time to time 


The present mot 


and the matter 
by the defendants. 


ion 








the plaintiff was suffering serious annoyance and losing business owing 
to the noisy character of the operations which the defendants’ con- 
tractors carried on as early as six o'clock in the morning The 
defendants stated that reason of the I rule agreements of 
the London Master Builders’ Association the contractors were obliged 
to pay their workmen during the summer as from half-past six o’clock. 
The arguments on both sides are sufficiently summarized in the latte1 


part of the judgment of 


Joyce, J.—The matter is dealt with and discussed in various cases 
such as Bamford v. Turnley (1862, 10 W. R. 803: 3 B. & S. 66) and 
Harrison v. Southwark and Vauxhall Water ¢ (1891, 2 ¢ 409): and 


Browning and Heseltine 
the 16th of August, 


I have also been referred to two later cases of 
v. Harrod’s Stores (reported in the Builder of 
1902) and Stump v. Bywater (reported in the Builder of the 20th of 
July, 1907). Now I should be very glad if ould have my way 
to make some such order as was made by Buckley, J., in Browning and 
Heseltine v. Harrod’s Stores. But in the face of the observations of 
the Lords Justices in th at case I do not feel I can make such an order. 


seen 


Possibly the Court of Appeal may see their way to do so. I have not 
the slightest doubt that serious annoyance has been done to the 
plaintiff ; but all I can do is to refuse the injunction.—Counsex, for 
the plaintiff, Hughes, K.C., and Ward Coldridge; for the defendants, 
Younger, K.C., and Bryan Farrer. Soricitors, Chester, Broome, & 
Griffithes; Eardley Holt, Lightly, & Co. 

{Reported by H. F, CHETTLE, Barrister-at-Law 


Re HOWE, WILKINSON 
Witt—ConstrucTrion—LeEGACY—FREE OF 
Not GIVEN Free or Duty—LtABILity TO 
A testator gave his house and household 
free of duty, and he also gave to her an 
monthly 80 long as she should live. 
Held, an the true construction of 
annuity was not subject to the « 


FERNIEHOUGH, Eve, J. 15th 
Duty—CuMULATIVE 
Duty. 
to his 


annuity, t be 


July. 

LEGACY 
etfects housekeeper 
paid to her 


the will. that the gift of the 
attached to the prior gift, and 


ynditions 








therefore the annuity was not qiven free of duty. 
Johnstone v. Earl of Harrowby (1 DV. F. & J. 183) distinguished. 
This was an action for a declaration that an annuity was not given 
free of duty, and that the duty was payable out of such annuity. The 
testator by his will made the following ts: ‘I devise, give and 


bequeath my house, ‘ Thornleigh,’ and its 
ing land, and all my household furniture 
just as it now stands, my housekeeper, Susannah 





Thornleigh, 
ehough, Tree 


effects in 


Fe1 n 


of all succession, estate and legacy duties. I give to her also an annuity 
of £520 a year, to be paid to her monthly so long as she shall live.’’ 
It was contended on behalf of the legatee that on the true construction 


was sub- 
id effects. 


of the will, the gifts being 


i 
cumulative. the gift of the annuity 
ject to the same incidents as the | 


gift of the house and househ 








Eve, J.—The testator in this case devised and bequeathed his house 
and household furniture and effects to his housekeeper free of duty. 
He then proceeded to make the following beq vest: “I give her also 


| defendant 


| the husband, 
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| annuity is subject 





tion ia. “The | testator limited the exemption from 1 duty to the specifi 
devise and bequest of the house and household —_ ts. But it is sai 
on behalf of the legatee that the gifts being cumulative the gift of the 
to the same incidents as the prior ort. In other 
words, I am asked to hold that = annuity is given free of in 
to apply the principle of Johnstone Earl of Harrowby (1 D. F. & J, 
183), whe sre a pecuniary legacy given ) olempli iter was held to be subject 
to the same conditions as a prior pecuniary legacy. In my opinion that 
decision has no application to the present case, the rule there laid down 
being confined to pe uniary legacies. Here there is a of ] 

and chattels and a gift of an annuity, and therefore le ha 
application. Accordingly I hold that the annuity is not given free of 











duty. COUNSEL, P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and A. H. Mo yntgomery : 
Stewart-Smith, K.C., and J. Easton. ’ Sonrcrrors, Booth & Wilkin- 
Ashton-unde1 Lyne: Grundy, Kershaw, Samson & Co., Mar hester. 
[Reported by S. E. Witt1ams, Barrister-at-Law.] 
County Courts. 
HULSE +, HULSE. Winsford. 5th and 14th July. 
ReEVENvE—StTamp—DeEepD OF SEPARATION—WEEKLY PAYMENTS—INFANT 


VALIDITY. 

A deed of separation containing a covenant for payment of a weekly 
sum should be stamped not only with the ad valorem duty of 2s. 6d. 
for each £5 of the weekly payments, but also with a 10s. stamp as @ 
deed not otherwise charged. 

Query, Js a deed of sezaration between husband and wife executed 
by a wife who is under twe nty-one years of age invalid on the ground 
that it is contrary to the interests of the infant and against publ 
policy ? 

The short facts of the case were as follows: The plaintiff and the 
were married in 1908. Seven ails are ards—viz., on 
the 11th of April, 1908, they executed a deep of separation, the plaintiff, 
the wife of the defendant, then being under twenty-one. <A de 
of separation was drawn in the usual form, agreeing that the parties 
should live separate and apart from each other, and that the defendant 
should pay to his wife a weekly sum of 6s. during the 
wife. The deed was stamped 2s. 6d. as being a bond, 


life of the 


} covenant or instrument to secure a stated sum at stated periods of tims 





of £520 a yeal be paid to her 
The question therefore whethe1 
As I read the question is one 


monthly so long as she 
the gift of the 
ot construc- 


an annuity 
shall live. 


arises 


will the 


annuity is free of duty. 


| made for any consideration in respect whereof it is chat 


es and saeveund | remain of the opinion I held at the trial—viz., that this separ: 





but it was not stamped with a 10s. deed stamp. The plaintiff now sued 
the defendant for £7 10s. arrears of the weekly payments. On the 
deed of separation being handed in, the defendant’s counsel objected on 
the ground that it was not stamped with a 10s. stamp. He referred 
to section 4 of the Stamp Act, 1891, which og as follows : Except 
where by = provision to the contrary is made by this or any other 


containing or relating to several distinct matters 


were a 


Act, An instrument 
is Ae separately and distinctly charged as if it 
=r Be nt with duty in respect of each of the matters; (b) an 


separate Il! 


instrument 
gveable witl 
ad valorem duty, and also for any further or other valuable considera 
tion or considerations is to be separately and distinctly char 
were a separate instrument with duty in respect of each of the con- 
siderations. Under the schedule to the Act, a deed of any kind what 
soever not described in the schedule is to be stamped with a 10s. deed 
stamp. A separation deed is nov described in the schedule. It was 
therefore contended that it must be stamped with a 10s. deed stamp, in 
addition to the 2s. 6d. required by the schedule to be paid for every £5 
of the anhuity or sum pe riodically payable. Counsel cited the case of 
Johnson v. The Commissioners of Inland Revenue (66 J. P. 630), where 
both parties admitted that a deed of separation was liable to a stamp 
duty of 10s., and the only question for the consideration of the court 
was the ad valorem duty. He also cited Lewis v. The Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue (1892, 2 Q. B. 290), in which the same admission 





ged as if 


was made as to the deed stamp duty. Volume 2 of Underhill’s Ency 
clopedia of Forms and Precedents, 424, also stated that the proper 
stamp on a separation deed wae 10s. for a separate agreement and 


6d. for every £5 or fraction of the sum periodically payable. See 
also Sweet’s Concise Precedents on Conveyancing (4th ed 950, and 
Alpe on Stamp Duties (1903 ed.), p. 18. He also contended that the 
plaintiff, being under age at the time of the execution of the deed, 


rendered the deed invalid. it being contrary to tnyece policy that an 
infant should execute a deed of that character. The plaintiff’s solicitor, 
in reply on the question of stamp duties, cited Cl 7 rd’s case (1896, 
2 Q. B. 187). 

His Honour Judge RecinaLp Brown reserved judgment, which was 


follows : I 
ition deed 
must bear an additional 10s. stamp for the reasons statec Mr. Cooke’s 
memorandum of the 6th of July, which Mr. Holland is at liberty 
see. Mr. Holland is in error in saying that in Clifford’s case (189€ 
2 Q. B. 187) the court held a 10s. stamp was not necessary. Tha 
nowhere appears in the report. I therefore nonsuit the plaintiff. This 
leaves it open to her to submit the deed to the commissioners for adju 
dication and (if necessary) to pay the penalty and petition for it to be 
repaid on the score of mistake, and of her position. After adjudicatior 
I should admit the deed on another action being brought. At the same 
time, my present opinion is that this deed will never ‘‘ hold , 
any court, but is void as against public policy. I do not, 

intend to decide this very difficult and important point, as it is not 
necessary for me to do so, for I must in any event nonsuit the plaintiff 


handed to hag registrar on the 14th of July, and was as 
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howeve I 
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She can, if she chooses, wait) some years, oat then sue in the High 
Court, and so obtain an authoritative decision on this point. The 
laintiff was nonsuited, with costs.—CounseL, O. H. Cooke, for the 
defendant. Soricrrors, John Holland, Winsford, for the plaintiff ; 
J. H. Cooke & Sons, Winsford, for the defendant. 


New Orders, &c. 


The Increment Value Duty. 
INLAND REVENUE RULES. 

The following rules have been made by the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue under section 3, sub-sections (2) and (3), of the Finance 
(1909-10) Act, 1910: 

1. For the purposes of these rules— 

(1) The expression ‘‘ proper proportion’’ means the ratio of the 
present value of an annuity for the term of the interest under 
review to the prese ent vi ilue of the same annuity in perpetuity ; 

(2) The caneeiiien ‘term of interest’? means— 

(a) where the interest is an interest in possession, a term equal 
to the residue of the interest for the time being outstanding ; 

(6) where the interest is a reversion expectant on the deter- 
mination of a lease, a term equal to the term of the reversion 
deferred for the period of the outstanding term of the lease. 

(3) Where the term of an interest is a'term dependent on life, the 
term shall be taken to be a term equal to the mean expectation 
of life of the person on whose life the interest is dependent or, 
where the interest is dependent on more than one life, of the 
youngest of the persons on whose life it is dependent. 

For the purpose of ascertaining the mean expectation of life, 
the mortality tables, based on the Northampton experience, shall 
be adopted : 

(4) The calculations for the purpose of ascertaining the proper 
proportion shall be based on the 4 per cent. tables for the pur- 
chase of leases, estates, or annuities : 

(5) The expressions ‘‘ duty to be collected’’ and ‘‘ duty paid” 
mean the duty which, for the purposes of future calculations, is 
to be deemed to have been paid : 

(6) A lease of a term of which 99 or more years remain unexpired 
shall be treated as a fee simple, and a reversion expectant on the 
determination of such a lease shall not be treated as an interest 
in land : 

(7) Where the land is a copyhold of inheritance, or a copyhold 
held for a life or lives or for years where the tenant has a right 
of renewal, or a customary freehold, references in these rules 
to the fee simple of the land shall be treated as references to 
the whole copyhold or customary interest or estate, and in the 
case of copyhold land held for a life or lives or for years, where 
the tenant has not a right of renewal, these rules shall have effect 
as if the land were freehold land and the copyhold interest were 
a leasehold interest. 

2. (1) The amount of increment value duty unsatisfied on the occa 
sion of the transfer on sale or passing on death of the fee simple of 
any land,or on the occasion of the grant of any fee of any land, or the 
creation of any ground annual rent thereon, or on any periodical occasion 
in the case of the fee simple of any land held by a body corporate or 
unincorporate, shall be one-fifth of the increment value of the land 
after deducting from that one-fifth the amount of increment value 
duty which may have been paid on any previous occasion. 

2) The amount of increment value duty to be collected on any such 
occasion shall be the whole of the amount of the duty which is un- 
satisfied. 

3.—(1) The amount of increment value duty unsatisfied on the occa- 
sion of the grant of a lease or transfer on sale or passing on death of 
any interest in land, or on any periodical occasion in the case of an 
interest in land held by a body corporate or unincorporate, shall be 
one-fifth of the increment value of the land after deducting from that 
one-fifth one-fifth of the increment value on the last occasion (if any) 
on which duty was paid in respect of the interest under review. 

(2) The duty to be collected on any such occasion shall be the proper 
proportion at the date of the occasion of the duty unsatisfied : 

Provided that 

(a) where duty has been paid on the creation of an inferior interest 
created out of the interest under review, and duty has not subse- 
quently been paid in respect of that interest, ‘and the proper 
proportion on the occasion under review exceeds the proper pro- 
portion immediately after the creation of the inferior interest. 
the duty to be collected shall be reduced by a proportion—equal 
to such excess—of the increment value duty determined to have 
been unsatisfied on the creation of the inferior interest ; 

(b) where the amount of duty to be collected on any occasion in 
accordance with this rule is such that if paid the total amount 
of duty paid in respect of any interest (including all interests 
created thereout whether still subsisting or not) would exceed 
the duty which would have been payable on the creation of the 
interest had the site value of the land on that occasion been the 
highest site value revealed on any occasion since the creation of 
the interest, the amount to be collected shall be reduced by the 
amount of such excess, and for the purpose of this proviso any 

interest or interests which existed on the thirtieth day of April 








“é 








nineteen hundred and nine shall be deemed to have been created, 
or to have been successively created, immediately after that date. 
:) where the amount of duty to be collected in accordance with 
this rule on any occasion when the interest under review is a free- 
hold reversion is such that, if paid, the total amount of duty 
paid in respect of all interests, whether still subsisting or not, 
would exceed the duty which would have been payable had the 
fee simple of the land been transferred on sale at the time when 
the site value of the land was the highest site value revealed on 
any occasion since the thirtieth day of April nineteen hundred 
and nine, the amount to be collected shall be reduced by the 
amount of such excess. 

(3) Any duty paid on the-creation of an interest shall, for the purpose 
of this rule, be deemed to have been paid in respect of the interest so 
created, and not in respect of the interest out of which it war created. 





Grouping of Winter Assizes. 


There are published in Tuesday’s London Gazette Orders in Council 
grouping the counties mentioned in the first column below, and ordain- 
ing the place of trial for each such grouped county as in the second 
column. 


» 
Counties. yn tng 

| 
Cumberland 4 eee 
Westmorland i Carlisle. 
Leicester . \ a 
Rutland i Leicester. 
Huntingdon Ve 
Cambridge j Chesterton. 
Montgomery | 
Merioneth 7 
Denbigh | Ruthin. 
Flint 
Carnarvon bs ; 
Anglesea .. j, Carnarvon. 


Carmarthen (county and 
borough) ) 
Pembroke 
Haverfordwest 
and county) 
Cardigan... 
Brecknock 
Kadnor 


; (town ‘Carmarthen. 


} Brecon. 








Societies. 
Society of Public Teachers of Law. 


The second annual meeting af the Society of Public Teachers of Lav 
was held on Friday, the 15th inst., in the Pension Chamber of Gray's 
Inn, by permission of the treasurer and masters of the bench, the 
president (Professor Goudy) occupying the chair. There was a large 
attendance of members. The proceedings commenced at 3.30 with the 
presentation of the annual report of the general committee, which, after 
a question had been put by Professor Clark, of Cambridge, and 
answered by the president and honorary secretary, was adopted with 
out a division. The retiring president then delivered his valedictory 
address, in which, after congratulating the society on its continued 
prosperity, and indicating a few of the subjects which might profit 
ably engage its attention in the near future, he gave short biographical 
sketches of the distinguished jurists recently elected honorary members 
of the society under the provisions of rule 6, and concluded by a refer 
ence to the work of the kindred Association of American Law Schools. 
The president was warmly thanked for his address 

After the adjournment for tea, the meeting proceeded to adopt an 
amendment of the rules providing that retiring presidents should 
occupy, without special election, seats on the general committee of 
the society for a period of three years from their retirement, and to 
discuss a matter of professional interest on which the committee was 
instructed to take action. 

The Vice-FRrestpent of the society (Sir Alfred Hopkinson, K.C.) 
then read a paper on ‘‘ The Education of the Articled Clerk,’’ dealing 
both with the question of preliminary or general education, and with 
legal education. The reader of the paper contented himself with 
pointing out the various difficulties which surrounded the problem, 
without asking the meeting to commit itself to any definite conclusions, 
and ended by proposing the election of a thoroughly representative 
special committee to consider the whole subject and report to the next 
general meeting. After one or two suggestions of detail had been 
made by members present, the motion of the vice-president was carried 
nem. con., and a special committee was elected in accordance with the 
terms of the motion. 

The officers for the year 1910-11 were then unanimously elected—viz., 
as president, Sir Alfred Hopkinson, K.C. ; as vice-president, Dr. Blake 
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Odgers, K.C.; as treasurer, Mr. Harold D. Hazeltine; and as hon. 
secretary, Mr. Edward Jenks. A vote of thanks to the retiring pre- 
sident (Professor Goudy) was moved by Sir John Macdonell, and the 
proceedings concluded with a cordial vote of thanks to the treasurer 
and masters of the bench of Gray’s Inn for their abundant hospitality. 

In the evening the members of the society, to the number of fifty- 
two, were entertained at dinner in the hall of Gray’s Inn by the 
treasurer (Mr. H. F. Manisty, K.C.) and the masters of the bench. 

After the loyal toasts had been duly honoured, the TREASURER pro- 











posed the toast of Th Prospe1 ty or tl Society of Pul il Tea hers of 
Law,”’ remarking on the adv of connecting the newest develop- 
ments of legal education w the ancient traditions and memories 
attached to the hall in whic h they ere thered He pointed out 


mith. it had already justified 
who had previously engaged 


that, although the soci« ty was in its 
its existence by bringit 





in similar work, but thout knowledge of one another’s methods and 
hopes. 

Sir Aurrep Hopkinson, in responding, expressed the gratitude of 
his colleagues for the | spit ible welcome accorded by the Inn to their 
new society, which could not fail to be of the greatest value to them. 

The toast of ‘‘ The Visitors ’’ was responded to by the Master of the 
Rolls (Sir H. H. Cozens-Harpy) and by the President of the Law 
Sox iety (Mr. H. J. Jounson), the lat of whom expressed his belief 
that the newly founded wiety, by the width of its experience, would 
be able to tender valuable advice to the professional bodies } Iding 


the keys of the entrance to the legal profession. 


The Lord Chancellor on his 
Predecessor. 


At the annual dinner of the Hardw » Societ; ld on Wednesday 
evening, Lord Halsbury was the chief guest, and his health was pro 
posed by the Lord Chan lor, who said that ever since he was a young 
man at the bar he had received the most nstant and marked kindness 
at the hands of Lord Halsbury, not only when he was in practice at 
the bar, but also when he became a member of the House of Lords. 


He had never heard an unfair comment. ind he had never known on 


a single occasior descent to that pitiful expedient of personal 


attack which was the or resource of those who were incapable of 
argument themeel ve They greeted in Lord Halsbu statesman 
who had lived in great events and in great scenes, and who always 
attracted the sup] , respect, and admiration of those who differed 
from him by the courage, conviction, and absolute sincerity with which 
he had at all times expressed his view as to what was best in the 


interests of this coun 


He was the central figure in the great pro- 
fession of the bar. 


| 


| Special Committee issued in connection with the Public Trustee Bil] 





Lord Halsbury, in replying to the toast, after remarkir x that he was | 
one of the founders of the Hardwicke Society, gave some amusing 
reminiscences of his ear y days at the bar He said that the faculty 
of thinking when they were on their legs was one which was not easily 
acquired at the moment. The first case that some very rash person 
entrusted him with was heard before Lord Campbell, and he was 
called upon to examine the first witness. He was blundering through 
his efforts to guide his witness to the question which was about to be 


determined when he got into a fog—which he supposed anybody would 


get into when for the first time they heard their own Voice asking 
questions in court—when he received encouragement from the Lord 
Chief Justice in the following words: ‘ For heaven’s sake, sir, will 
you go on? ’’ It 1 a good effect on hin , for he got angry with 





the Chief Justice, and he got rid in a 
ness. When it had 

before him he consi 
always doing justice when he insisted upon a strict | 
person who had never, perhaps, been examined as a 


great measure of his nervous 


duty from time 





to time to have witnesses 





e question whether the learned judge was 
il reply from a 


vitness before. 





Mr. Lloyd George and the Law 
Society. 
xchequer some days ago addressed the 


The Chancellor of the E g 
following letter to the President of the Law Society : 


' Whitehall, S.W., July 14, 1910 

Sir,—My attention has been called to the report of the meeting of 
the Law Society on the 8th inst., at which a resolution was passed 
protesting against some remarks made by me in the course of a speech 
in the House of Commons on the 15th ult., in which I commented 
upon the attitude of the society towards recent enactments affecting 
legal business. 

I think, if I may say so that the society is unduly 
perturbed at a little criticism. I myself have the privilege of belong 
ing to it, and nothing could be further from my 


Treasury Chambers, 


ithout offence 


wishes than to 


discredit publicly a body of which I am a member But the attitude 
of the society towards such matters as land transfer, the Middlesex 
Registry Act, 1891, the Public Trustee Act of the last Parliament is 








perfectly well known and is on record in its reports. It has been 
invariably an attitude of criticism and in favour of maintaining the 
status quo; yet no one, I imagine, would contend that legal business 
in this country is not in need of simplification, or that simplification 
could fail to mean smaller costs. 

I did not for a moment intend to suggest that individual members 
of the society would for the sake of their own pockets advocate what 
is contrary to the public interest. But the attitude of the society in 
these matters is inevitably coloured by the natural tendency of soli- 
citors to keep in their own hands the- business which they have 
ducted in the past. Let me take an’ instance from a report of 

3 








It reads as follows :— 
‘** In the opinion of the committee there is no need for the creation 
of such an office, and the extension of officialism in this direction js 
objectionable. The committee have little doubt that the proposed 
scheme is doomed to failure. English people object to have their 
properties administered by officials of whom they know nothing and 
whose interference in their private affairs is utterly distasteful. 

‘* There is no evidence of any public demand for the establishment 
of a new official department to carry on business of this kind. 

‘** The committee consider that opposition to any such Bill should 
be continued.”’ 

What prophecy could have been more completely falsified by the 
event? I may go further and say that such a prophecy could hardly 
have come from anyone who was not, of course quite unconsciously, 
biassed in favour of the existing order of things. 

I am sorry if what I have said has given offence. Words spoken 
in debate in the House of Commons are apt to look harsher in print, 
and I can only repeat that nothing could be further from my thoughts 
than any desire to reflect upon the honour and reputation of the 
society or the profession of which I am proud to call myself a 
member.—Yours faithfully, D. Lioyp Georce. 

The President, the Law Society. 

To this communication the President of the Law Society (Mr. H. J. 
Johnson) has replied as follows : 

Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, W.C., July 19, 1910 

Sir, I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 13th 
inst., which I have laid before the Council of the Law Society. 

The Council accept your assurance that you did not intend to suggest 
that individual members of the society would, for the sake of their 
own pockets, advocate what is contrary to the public interest, and 
that nothing was further from your thoughts than any desire to reflect 
upon the honour and reputation of the society or the profession. The 
gravamen, however, of your speech in the House of Commons was 
the imputation of the unworthy motives to which you attributed the 
action of the society in dealing with proposed legislation coming 
before it for criticism, and the profession will be profoundly dis 
appointed that you have not seen your way unreservedly to withdravy 
observations which, whatever they were intended to mean, did in 
fact convey that imputation.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

H. J. Jounson, President of the Law Society. 

The Right Hon. D. Lloyd George, M.P., Chancellor cf the Ex 
chequer, the Treasury, Whitehall, S.W. 


! Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Cuartes Abert BANNISTER and JAMES REYNOLDS, solicitors (Charles 
A. Bannister & Reynolds), 70, Basinghall-street, London. July 10 
The said James Reynolds will carry on business at 70, Basinghall-street 
aforesaid. 

Horace Hayes MontcomMery LAWRENCE and ARTHUR CONNOR 
Pomery, solicitors (Lawrence & Pomery), Bodmin and Camelford 
July 1. The said Horace Hayes Montgomery Lawrence will continue 
to practise at Camelford, and the said Arthur Connor Pomery will cot 
tinue to practise at Bodmin. 

JosepH SamMueL Rupinstetn and Harry Ceci Myer 
(Rubinstein, Myers, & Co.), 5 and 6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-i! 
London. June 30. Such business will be carried on in the future I 
the said Joseph Samuel Rubinstein and by Leslie Chessborough Fleet 
wood Nash in co-partnership at the above address, under the style o! 
Rubinstein, Nash, & Co. [Gazette, July 19. 


solicitors 


General. 


A daring burglary has, says the Hvening Standard, been committed 
at the law courts at Rome by a band of unknown thieves. They 
completely ransacked the building, and not only made off with a + 
siderable sum of money, but also carried away a large number 
legal documents, including important papers relating to approaching 
trials, and it will be difficult, if not impossible, to go on with th 
cases against 300 prisoners. The night watchmen were either intox! 
cated or were drugged by the audacious burglars. 


f 
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The Commons amendments to the Supreme Court of Judicature Bill 
were considered and agreed to by the House of Lords on Tuesday. 


We are informed that Mr. Murray will shortly publish a work on 
“Land Taxes and Mineral Rights Duties,’’ by Mr. Thomas Moffet, 
who, it is stated, from his practical experience of land transactions, is 
able to give examples, accompanied by sketchese of the working of 
the Finance Act, as well as the procedure in regard to the collection 
and recovery of the duties, appeals, : 

Petitions from various 
correspondent of the 7 


boroughs 
"mes, 


have, says the Parliamentary 
been received by members in whose con 
stituencies it is reported that the proposed alteration of the 
circui‘s will take effect. The assurance given by the Solicitor-General 
last week that a full a age will be given of discussing the pro 
posals before any » has been made has allayed anxiety, but a 
meeting will be held this week of members who are opposed to altera 


che ing 


tion, and deputations to the Solicitor-General and the Lord Chanc an 
may result. It is pointed out that the small towns where assizes are 
now held would suffer serious loss by the removal of the assizes to a 


larger borough. Among the members of the Opposition who are 
interesting themselves in the matter are Mr. Ormsby-Gore, Mr. G. 
Lloyd, Mr. Bridgeman, Mr. Peto, Mr. G. J. Sandys, and Mr. J. A. 
Grant. ; 


The establishment of a lectureship on the Conflict of Laws by All 
Souls’ College, Oxford, and Prof. Dicey’s acceptance of the post, 
will, says the Law Quarterly Review, be welcome both to Special 
students of the subject and to all practical lawyers who appreciate its 
constantly growing importance. Thirty years ago but few members of 


the bar knew anything about it. Now it cannot be neglected by any- 
one concerned either with commercial law on a large scale, with the 
administrative functions of the Court in the Chancery Division, or 
with matrimonial jurisdiction. To the considerable proportion of 


Rhodes Scholars 
opportunity 
must always be 


who take up legal studies this will be an excellent 
for obtaining an introduction to a branch of law which 
difficult, and in many points is still obscure, among 
favourable surroundings and under the best possible auspices. 

Mr. Bowles, speaking in the House of Commons on the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Bill, said he could see the time approaching 
when the King’s Courts would be the only things which stood between 
the people and the oppression of a proud and insulting bureaucracy 
Commissioners were making the law, breaking the law. construing the 
law, and disregarding the law. and a very serious time was approaching 
for taxpayers. The Executive had not sufficient control over the proud 
bureaucrats who were going about with enormous rapacity and no 
scruples, and collecting taxes which sometimes existed and sometimes 
did not. It was for that reason that he thanked God that the King’s 
Courts were still open to bring the oppressors to justice. Mr. Justice 
Bray last week condemned the Commissioners of Inland Revenue for 
being unreasonable, and he wished to warn the Government that any 
attempt to relieve the Commissioners of their personal costs would 
be opposed strongly. 


Gibson 


Sir Gainsford Bruce writes to the Times to point out that ‘it is 
very difficult for unfamiliar with the proceedings for the 
administration of justice to appreciate the benefits of the circuit 
system as carried out in this country. It is no small advantage to 
secure justice being brought to every man’s door and to have it 
administered in the several parts of the realm by justices of the High 
Court. The practical benefit, however, of trials on circuit is that the 
trial takes place where the witnesses can most conveniently attend. 
In criminal cases it would obviously largely increase the expense of a 
trial if the witnesses not examined near the place where the 
events to be inquired into occurred, and it might in some cases amount 
to a denial of justice. In civil cases the same principle applies. To 
take witnesses from a distant county to give evidence before the High 
Court in London is to incur a great deal of wholly unnecessary expense. 
Men who are not lawyers forget the large amount expended in bringing 
witnesses to trial from a distance and in keeping them waiting away 
from their homes before the case comes on for trial.”’ 4 


The recent debate in the House of Commons does not, s2vs 


pei sons 


were 


a writer 


in the Globe, appear to have yet resulted in any settled practice 
among the judges as to Saturday sittings. The Solicitor-General, 
after the Prime Minister had expressed the view of the Government 
that every judge, unless he arranges to sit longer on other days, 
should attend the courts on Saturday, remarked that “ the House 
might rest satisfied that these extra hours would be devoted to the 
public service with a view to getting rid of the congestion in the 
courts.’’ Last Saturday only ten judges sat—three in the Court of 
Appeal, three in the Chancery Division, three in the King’s Bench 
Courts, and one in the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division. 


Yesterday (Monday)—which affords the best comment on Saturday— 
twenty judges were at work in the different branches of the Supreme 
Court. One fact which was not referred to in the recent debate is 
not unworthy of notice, and that is the modern practice of beginning 
the judicial day on Monday at 11, instead of 10.30. Only seven of 
the twenty judges who sat in the Royal Courts of Justice yesterday 
began their judicial duties before 11. 

Among those present at the entertainment by the treasurer (Mr. 
H. F. Manisty, K.C.) and the Benchers of the Honourable Society of 
Gray’s Inn of the members of the Society of Public Teachers of Law 
at dinner in Gray’s Inn Hall on the evening of Friday, the 15th 





instant, as reported elesewhere, were the Master of the Rolls, 
Lord Justice Fletcher Moulton, Sir John Edge, Mr. Balfour 
Browne, K.C., Mr. McCall, K.C., and Mr. R. F. MacSwinney. 
Other guests were the President of the Society of Public 
Teachers of Law (Sir Alfred Hopkinson, K.C.), the President 
of the Law Society (Mr. H. J. Johnson), Sir John Macdonell, C.B., 
Sir E. J. Serene Professor Goudy, Professor Erskine Holland, 
K.C., the Hon. W. Pember Reeves, Dr. Bond, Professor E. C. Clark, 
Professor Kenny, Dr. W. Blake Odgers, K.C., Mr. A. Andrewes- 
Uthwatt, Mr. Edward Jenks (honorary secretury), and Mr. H. D. 


Hazeltine (honorary treasurer). The following » Benchers of Gri iy’s Inn, 


in addition to the treasurer, were also present: Mr. Henry Griffith, 
Sir Arthur Collins, K.C.,.Judge Mulligan, K.C., Mr. Mattinson, K.C., 
Mr. Lewis Coward, K.C.. Mr. C. A. Russell, K.C.. Mr. Montague 
Lush, K.C., Mr. Herbert: Reed, K.C., Mr. Edward Dicey, C.B., Mr. 
W. T. Barnard, K.C., Mr. Edward Clayton, K.C., Mr. W. J. R. 
Fochin, Mr. Vesey Knox, K.C., Mr. J. R. Atkin, K.C., Mr. W. P. 
Byrne, C.B., Mr. J. W. McCarthy, and Mr. Montagu Sharpe, with 


the preacher (the Rev. R. J. Fletcher). 

At the Birmingham Assizes last week, says the 7'imes, Mr. Justice 
Darling said he had received a complaint that after one of the cases 
was over, and the small fee to which each juryman was entitled was 
brought by the officer of the court, one of the jurymen took up the 
whole of the money and put it into his pocket, remarking that it was 
customary to spend it in drink. It was only after a protest from a 
juryman that his fee was handed over to him, and handed over with 
very rude remarks, upon his not consenting to what was said to be 
the practice of spending the money in drink. He would like to know 
if it were true. The foreman admitted picking up the money. His 
Lordship : Tell me what happened. The foreman said it had been 
the practice to pick up the money and give the man in charge of it 
something, and Son to spend the rest or to put it into the poor-box. 
All his colleagues fell in with the suggestion except one. His Lord 
ship said it was absolutely wrong that any portion of the money should 


be given to the usher or any officer of the court. The money belonged 
to the jurymen alone, and if he knew of any officer demanding any 
thing that officer would be dealt with as others had been in London. 
It was a most improper practice to take the money and treat it as 


and he hoped it would not be repeated. Half 
the crime they had to deal with at the assizes due to people 
taking too much drink, and it was a sad state of things if jurymen 
there, who administered justice and brought people to a proper mode 
of life, the moment they left the court gave an exhibition of that kind. 


In the debate on the third reading of the Supreme Court of Judi 
cature Bill Sir E. Carson said he had many times to advise litigants 
that it was absolutely useless for them to seek remedy in the courts 
owing to the delay that must necessarily occur. He had a letter from 
a solicitor concerning the case of a man who had been turned out of 
his place owing to certain charges made against him, and was told 
that he must vindicate himself in the courts. He believed that that 
man had a perfect answer, but he told him that it would take eight 


to be spent in drink, 
was 


months or a year before his case could be heard, and meanwhile he, 
his wife and children would be starving because of the arrears of 
business. That was not justice; it was a denial of justice. — 
The accumulation of arrears was only to be expected when Parlia 


ment was day by day putting additional work on the judges of the 


King’s Bench Division. It*was a mistake to suppose that a judge's 
work could be measured by the time he sat in court. The long and 
elaborate judgments which were given by judges required time to 


and for his own part he wished they had even more time 
The appointment of the 
without 


prepare, 
for consideration than they had at present. 
two judges now proposed would not be a sufficient measure 


other reforms. Judges were taken asvay from the King’s Bench 
Division for a variety of special purposes, and then —_. was 
made that they did not keep abreast of their ordinary work. Until 


judges had their work duly assigned to them and were instructed not 
to leave it for other tasks, the condition of affairs in the King’s 
Bench Division would never be satisfactory. He was in hopes that 
the addition of these judges would enable something of the kind to 
The Solicitor-General said that his right hon. friend the 
for Dublin University had said he had had to advise clients 
An instance of the same kind occurred to him 
and it was not an isolated case 


be done. 
member 
not to bring actions. 
before he accepted his present office 


which served to shew what might happen when there were not suffi 
cient. judges. A litigant came to him for advice. He had a claim 
for £12,000. He was not a rich man, and had had to borrow money 
from his bank to carry on his business. He was anxious to realize 


this claim and pay off his loan from the bank. He had a perfectly 
good claim, to which there was not the faintest defence. A defence, 
however, up which entailed five or six months’ delay and his 
client could not afford to wait, because before that time had elapsed 
his credit might have gone. Realizing that, he advised him, notwith- 
standing that there was no defence to his claim, to compromise and 


was set 





accept the 75 per cent. that was offered to him. He did not hesitate 
to say that that was a scandalous state of things. He only wished to 
bring it home to hon. members who did not realize it that this was a 


did 


matter that affected the public and not the lawyers. . He 
not propose to discuss the circuit question. He would only say that 
for himself he was very much impressed with the desirability, with 


due regard to economy and the saving of time, of his Majesty’s judZes 
going round the country and bringing home to the minds of the public 
something of the administration of the law. 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota oF Reaistragss In ATTENDANCE ON 













— Emercexcy Aprprat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
ns Rora. No. 2. Jovor. Swinren Eapy. 
Monday ...July 25 Mr Borrer Mr Beal Mr Farmer Mr Greswell 
Tuesday ......... 26 Leacn 3orrer Bloxam Beal 
Wednesda: oo ae Farmer Leach Theed Borrer 
Thursday . 28 Bloxam Farmer Church Leach 
Friday ... . 29 Theed Bloxam Synge Farmer 
Saturday . #0 Church Theed Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Date Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice | 
’ WakrrinarTon. NEVILLE. PARKER. Eve, 
Monday ...July 25 Mr Church Mr Leach Mr Theed Mr Goldschmidt | 
Tuesday .......0. 26 Synge Farmer Church Greswell | 
Wednesday 27 Goldschmidt Bloxam Synge Beal 
Thursday ......... 28 Greswell Theed Goldschmidt Borrer | 
Friday ... .. 29 Beal Church Greswel) Leach | 
Saturday ....-..-. 30 Borrer Synge 3eal Farmer 


The Long Vacation will commencs on Monday, the Ist day of August, 1910, and | 
terminate on Tuesday, the 11th day of October, 1910, both days inclusive. 


Royat Navat Cottrece, Ossorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer ’’ (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 
street, London, W.—{Apvrt.] 


Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Fripay, July 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitgep 16 CHANCERY. 


Cawapraw Rink (Totrennam), Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented June 17, directed 
to be heard at Edmonton, July 21, at 11. Kemble, Orchard st, Portman sq, solor for 
the petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 
6 o’clock in the afvernoon of July 20 

OCoromsra Exrtoration Synprcate, Lrp (im Liquipatiow)—Creditors are required, 
on or before Aug 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to William Leonard Bayley, 6, Queen at pl, liquidator 

Frank Misxin, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 24, to send in their 
names and addresses, with particulers of their debts or claims, to Charles Henry 
Sidders, ‘‘ Koilpati,’”” Pelham rd. Gravesend, liquidator 
gnry Warp (Uovertry) Lrp—Creditors are required forthwith to send their names 
and addresses, and particulars of their debts and claims, to William Stanley 
Heatley, Economic chmbrs, Little Park st, Coventry, liquidator 

LANCASHIRE AND CHESHIR® GLazeD Brick anp T118 Co, Ltp —Creditors are required, 
on or before July 39, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars ot their 
_debts or claims to Albert Henry Fray, 57, Brown st, Manchester, liquidator 

News anpD Iuiusteations, Lrp (1x Votuntary Liguipation)—Creditorsjare required, 
on or before Aug 1, to send their names and addresses, and particulara of their 
debts or claims, to W. C. Northcott, 6, Great Winchester st, liquidator 

Wrrianp Sprciavitiza Manuracturtne Aseoctation (Newport), Lrp—Petn for 
winding up, presented Jnly 9, directed to be heard, at the Town Hall, Newport 
(Mon), Aug 12, at 10.30. James & Co, Basma House, Fore st, solors for the petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon of Aug 11 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Troxuvast AND District Water anv Gas Co—Petn for winding up, presented July 13, 
directed to be heard July 26. Baker & Co, Parliament st, Westminster, eolors for 
the tnere. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 
6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 25 


London Gazette,—Tuxspay, July 19, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Lrmitep in CHANCERY. 


APPANTO Minxs Lrp (tN Lrquipation)—Creditors are [required, on or before Aug 31 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Grosvenor George Walker, 19, 8t. Switbin’s In, liquidator ; 

CHANNEL TRANSPORTATION Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 5, to 
send their names and acdresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr 
Jobn Perrett, 14, Small st, Bristol, liquidator 5 j 

Dean & Starr, Lro—Creditors are required, on or before Ang 22, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars ot their claims, to T. E, Spurr, 199, Piccadilly 
liquidator ; 5 : 

H. WBITEHRAD, Ltps (iw Lrqurpatton).—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 25, to 
send their names and addres ses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
ww. Hinks, 3, Temple row West, Birmingham. Restall & Co Birmingham, solors for 
the liquidator : , 
ren Brick Co, Lrn—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 8, to send in their 
nares and addresses, and the particulars ot their debts or claims, to Tom Percy 
Bentley, Station rd, Higher Openshaw, Manchester. E, Higgins, Manchester, solor 
for the liquidator, ‘ j 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette. Fripay, July 15. 


CawTHrow, ALrrep, Monk 


| Corus, Freperick, Swansea, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. C 

| C n, Josern, } 

Anpenron, Jony Ricnarpsoy, Gateshead, Publican New- | on et July 11 Ord July 1 


castleon Tyne Pet July 12 Ord July 12 
7 - J Cross, Dowatp Maxwe.. 
Bieas, Jutiet Mariz, Luton, Straw Hat Manufacturer Sucinens Prenater Aauas 
July 13 


Boppinatox, Amy Loutss, Birmingham, Bak irmi 
Louise, B ; er Birming-| 
ham Pet July lt Ord July 11 7 


Dayizit, J, Marlow, Buck 
Ord July 12 


| 
Luton PetJuly 11 Ord July 11 | 


Barnsley Pet July12 Ord July 12 


Pet July 12 Ord July 12 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gasette.—Futpay, July 15. 


Watters’ Cewrrat Pristine Co, Lrp. 

Taxawerer Moror Cas Co, Lrpv. 

ArGewtiwe RAtLway Concessions axnpD Lawp Co, Lrtp. 
Onowosto, Lrp. 

S. Lernerman, Lp. 

Brocas Boat-novae, Lip. 

Russran Vapour Batas Co, Lro. 

Hastryas awp St. Leonarps Motor Car Oo, Ltp. 
AynTaesraw Srarnep Guias3 (Foreiaw Patents) Co, Lev. 
La Aminta, Lp. 

NorTHAMPTONSHIRE Direct Caatinas Co, Lrp. 
Rarwetey Coat Suppiy Co, Lro. 

Lowpon Loerarn, Lrp. 

Nevitte Kaye & Co, Lrp. 


| News awp Iniusrreations, Lrp, 


Frank Mraxry, Lro. 
Feanx H. Peace & Co, Lrv. 


| Wittram Hottannp & Co, Lrp. 
| Premrer Zocvutamp Tox, Lrp. 


Savage Civus Sovurnport Burtpines Co, Lrp. 
London Gazette.—Tusspay, July 19. 
Go.py Sroprer Synproarts, Lrp. 
Parr AsHpgery & Sows, Lrp (Rexonstruction). 
Locke Stresie Caarn Co (1905), Lro. 
Hamptow Puains Estate (1906), Ltp (Reconstruction). 
R. Preston & Co (Bury), Lro. 
Compton Stores AND Trapvine Society, Lrp. 
Appantoo Mines, Lap, 
Baitisa Gurana Mines AnD Diamonpbs, Lrp. 
Coox Gas Enarverrine Co, Lro. 
CHANNEL Transportation, Co, Lrp, 
| James Incuam & Co, Lrp. 
| CrarKe’s Pyramip AND Farry Uieut Co, Lrn, 
| Devon awp Cornwatt Strong Co, Lro. 
Sxanam Harzovr Srvup, Lrp. 
| Petersorovesr Otympr Rink, Lrp. 
Iquitos Ruseere Sywprcate, Lrp. 
Ross Remepy Co, Lrp, 
Sevities, Lrp. 
FLIntsHire Strver Leap Mrves, Lro. 
PAINLESS AND Econemic Terra Co, Lro. 
Franois, Barnett & Foster, Lrp. 
Paemigg Furnisdina AND Manvuracturine Co, Lro. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


July 25.—Messrs, Marter & Marves, at the Mart, at 1: Freehold Building Site and 
Residential Property (see advertisement, back page, July 9). 

July 25.—Messrs, Jonzs, Lane, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freebold Property and 
Lessehold Investment (see advertisement, back page, July 18). 

July 25.— Messrs. F1eLp, Sons & Guasrer, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Building Estate 
(see advertisement, back page, July 16). 

July 25.—Messrs. Reynoups & Eason, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Leasehold 
Ground-rents and Properties (see advertissmanut, page v., this week). 

July 26 and Aug. 9,— Messrs. Denennam, Tewson, Ricwarnsow & Co., at the 
Mart, at 2: Freehold Residences, Ground-rents, Shop, Shares, Freehold Propertzes 
Building Estates, Freehold and Leasehold Hotels (see advertisements, page iv, May 23). 

July 26.—Messrs, Hazrops, at the Mart: Residences, &c. (see advertisement, back 
page, July 9). 

July 26.—Messrs. Hampron & Sons, at the Mart: Town Houses (see advertisement, 


p v, June 18), 

» -* 27,—Messrs. Epwin Fox, Bousrre.p, Burnetts, & BAppg.ey, at the Mart, at 2, 
Leasehold Investment (see advertisement, back page, July 16). 

Jaly 27.—Messrs. Rutter, Sow & Vine, at the Mart, at 2: Residences, dc, (see 
advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 28.—Messrs, Cursrgrton & Sons, at the Mart, at 1: Leasehold Investment, 
Residences, Freehold Ground-rent, &c. (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 23.—Messrs. Knieut, Frank & Rorvey, at the Mart: Deposiwtories, Shares (see 
advertisemént, back page, this week). 

July 29.—East Surrey Warer Co: Sale of Shares by Tender, closing July 29 (see 
advertisement, page iii, July 2). 

July 28.—Messrs. G. B. Hiturarp & Som, at the Mart, at 1: Tithe Rent Charge (see 
advertisement, back page, this week). 

Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Lire Po.icres, AND SHARES. 

Messrs, H. EB. Foster & Cranriecp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 911) of the 
above-named interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.U., on Thuraday last, when 
the following Lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being 
£11,604 15s, :-— 

ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS 





To £1,084... . ° va pom? jae os mn .. Sold £511 

To £7,371 _... we on ont ive oe ies nal ‘an im 4,600 

To £8,000... eee ose aa eee Je on sss °° 1,400 

To £1,031 vee tee ook ose eet oe aad seo 96 455 

To £325 India Stock ie oe on as am a ‘an +. 170 

To £7,659... eee ose ; soe ea ove , na 2,600 

REVERSIONS— 

| To £100 al one _ int eee = eon cos os 165 

To £400 nr ae ane : hee deg ~~ = 165 
POLICY OF ASSURANCE— 

ose Pre ose ove ase os 440 


For £1,500... iss <n re 
| For £500 ss ae = jin sae eae -—“ as oe aa 
ASSAM PLANTATION, LTD., 37,500 £1 fully-paid shares... ne ” 


500 
468 158. 





; Capocay, Horace James Henry, Piazza dei Frenboldi, { Dawson, Tom, Aketon, nr &pofforth, Yorks, Joiner Leeds 
Florence, Italy High Court Pet June1 Ord July 12 | 


Pet July 11 Ord July 11 
Bretton, nr Barnsley, Grocer | Dove, Howarp, Skegby, Notts, Fish Salesman Notting- 
ham Pet July13 Ord July 13 
Dreaper, Hargiot Jupita, West. Southbourne, Bourne- 
mouth Poole Pet July 12 Ord July 12 
Epwarps, ArTaur James, Pontypridd, Jeweller Ponty- 
, Londen rd, Twickenham, pridd Pet July 13 Ord July 13 
Brentford PetJuly13 Ord | Epwasps, Ernest, Newcastle on Tyne, Grocer Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet July12 Ord July 12 
s High Court Pet June 15 | Extisox, Louis, Lower Broughton, nr Manchester, Furni- 
ture Dealer Salford Pet June z3 Ord July 12 


Monumental Mason Swansea 


Yorks, Farmer Huddersfield 
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Freserc, Max, Liverpool, Draper Liverpool Pet June 
91 Ord July 12 

Garer, CHARLES James, Strood, Kent, Confectioner Roch- 
esver PetJuly1 Ord July 11 

Guiuiver, Ernest, Bugbrooke, Weedon, Northampton, 
Coal Merchant Northampton Pet July 11 Ord July 
11 . 

Hewines, CaTuering, Barnsley, Fishmonger Barnsley 
Pet July13 Ord July 13 

Hewitt, Rosert, Liverpool, Pawobroker and Lithographic 
Writer Liverpool Pet July 12 Ord July 12 

Hzyes, Artuur, Tooley st, London Bridge, Provision 
Merchant HighCourt Pet July11 Ord July 11 

Hyman, Axprauam, Cheetham, Manchester, Registered 
Money Lender Manchester Pet June15 Ord July 11 

Moone, Puitir, Tonypandy, Glam, Underground Contractor 
Pontypridd Pet July 12 Ord July 12 

Natuay, Josepu, Covent garden, —— Dealer High 
Court PetJunel0 Ord July 1 

Nevitt, Wittiam Davig1, Wisbech, Cambridge, Hotel 
Proprietor King’s Lynn Pet July 13 Ord July 13 

Newton, Ernest, Longsight, Manchester, Coal Dealer 
Manchester Pet June 29 Ord July 11 

Noursacyt, Wictiam Freperick, — Cornwall Ply- 
mouth Pet June 28 Ord July 

Parr, Walsall, Builder Walsall Pet July 8 Ord 
July 8 

Perkins, Arnotp, Halifax, Plumber Halifax Pet June 
30 Ord July 12 

PotaxD, Faeperick WituiAm, Fulham rd, Fruiterer High 
Court Pet July 13 Ord July 13 

Porter, Henry WILLIAM, Southend on Sea Chelmsford 
Pet Feb 26 Ord July 1 

Reocu, Davip Mackig, Mag Birkenhead, Costumier Bir- 
kenhead Pet Juiyil Ord July 11 

Sean, AnTuurR, Luton, Jobmaster Luton PetJuly1 Ord 
July 12 

Seearn, WALTER Witiiam Ezexie.t, Watford, oom 
Carpenter St Albans Pet July12 Ord July 12 

Sivewick, CHARLES, Stockton on Tees, Licensed Victualler 
Stockton on Tees Pet July9 OrdJuly 9 

Sxiprer, Ropert Samvuet, Strait Bargate, Boston, Lincs 
Tailor Boston Pet Junez2 Ord July 13 

Sxuit & Brakes, Scarle rd, Wembley, Builders 8t Albans 
Pet June18 Ord July 12 

SourHatL, Samurt Tuomas, Neath, Glam, Tinworker 
Neath Pet Julyll Ord July il 

Sreaspen & Morsis, Shefford, Beds, Drapers Bedford 
Pet Jane 30 Ord July 11 

SrratrorD, Abert, Northampton, Fruiterer Northamp- 
ton Pet July12 Ord July 12 

Trotman, CHARLES Harpine, Holloway rd, Holloway, 
Baby Carriage Maker High Court Pet July 13 Ord 
July 13 

Warp, Estuer Louisa, Sheffield, Confectioner Sheffield 
Pet July 13 Ord July 13 

WHITELEGGE, Joun, em. Lancs, Confectioner Salford 
Pet July 13 ord July 13 

Way ey, Joun Wi..1aq, Old Hill, Staffs Stourbridge Pet 
June 24 Ord July 8 

Witirams, WiLuiez James, Handsworth, Grocer Birming- 
ham PetJuly12 Ord July 12 

Winer, Joszru, Rushey Green, Catford, Tobacco Dealer 
Greenwich Pet June 18 Ord July 12 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

A.Lan, Evganor, Sunderland, Grocer July 27 at 2 Off 
Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Bamrosts, Hersxat, Hoyland Nether, Yorks, Painter 
July 25 at 10.30 Off Rec, 7, Regent st, Barnsley 

Bratt, Sven Axe., Westcliff on Sea, Essex, Builder 
Aug 3at 2.30 Shirehall, Chelmsford 

Capocay, Horace James Henry, Piazzi dei Freoboldi, 
Florence, Italy July 25 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

CarrpeNnTER, Epwarp Gerorar, Chesterton, Cambridge, 
Cab Driver July 25 at lz Off Kec, 5, Petty Cury, 
Cambridge 

Coie, Evizasetu, Great Yarmouth, Newsagent July 25 at 
1 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Danie, J, Marlow, Bucks July 26 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Davies, Davip, Neath, Glam, Tinplate Worker July 23 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary’s st, Swan- 
sea 

Dawson, Tom, Aketon, nr Spofforth, Yorks, Joiner July 
25 at 11 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Epmonpson, Ricnarp, Cleveleys, Thornton le Fylde, Lance, 
Cab Proprietor July 23 at 11 Off Kec, 13, Winckley 
_ * Preston 





Epwarps, ArtHur James, Pontypridd, Jeweller July 26at 
2.30 Off Rec, St Catherine’s chmbrs, St Catherine st, 
Pontypridd 

Evans, Jesse Watrorp, Newport, Mon, Saddler July 26 
at 2.30 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

FLETCHER, Roser, Rochester, Bookseller July 23 at 
10.30 Off Kec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Forpuam, Tuomas Henry, and Faeperick ARTHUR 
Forpuam, Swinsea, Bakers July 23 atli Off Rec, 
@overnment bidgs, St Mary st, Swansea 

Forster, Josrru THomas, Crewe, Cycle Dealer July 25 at 

2 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

Hewitt, Rosert, Liverpool, Pawabroker July 25 at 2.30 
Ott Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Heyes, Arruur, Tooley st, London Bridge, Provision 
Merchant July 25at1 Bankruptcy: bldgs, Carey st 

Hiaoiys, WituiamM James, Welshpool, Montgomery, Grocer 
July 23 at 11.30 Off Rec, Shrewsbury 

Hintox, Artraur Eryest, Hythe, Kent, China Dealer 
July 23 at 11.30 Off Rec, 68a. Castle st, Canterbury 

Hupson, Joan Henry, Morley, Yorks, Coal Dealer July 
> atil Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dews- 

ur’ 

Jackson, Samugt, Hulme, Manchester, Butcher July 23 
at 11 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Jexmayn, Marraa, Llanidloes, Montgomery, Grocer July 
23 at 12.30 Off Rec, Shrewsbury 

Maruews, Apam, Swansea, Credit Draper Aug 3 at 11 
Off Rec, Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Moore, Puiuar, Tonypandy, Glam, Underground Con- 
tractor July 23at11 Otf Kec, St Catherine's chmbrs, 
St Catherine st, Pontypridd 

Natuayx, Joserpu, Covent garden, Vegetable Dealer 
July 26at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Perkins, ArxnoLtp, Halifax, Plumber July 26 at 10.45 
Cvunty Court, Prescott st, Halifax 

Pierce, Kosert Joun, Cae Gwyn, Waenfawr, Llanbeblig, 
Carnarvon, Farmer July 25 at 3.30 Prince of Wales 
Hotel, Carnarvon 

Rsocu, Davin Macktr, jun, Birkenhead, Costumier 
July 26 at3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

SanpaL, Artaur Epwaxv, Osbournby, Lincs, Farmer 
July 23at11 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

Sipewick, Cuarwes, Stockton on Tees, Licensed Victualler 
July 26 at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 
Middlesbrough. 

Smiru, Eowarp Anprew, Sunderland, Grocer July 27 at 
2.30 Off Kec, 3, Manor pl, Sunde: rland 

Smiru, Harry, Barrow in Furness, Cycle Dealer July 23 


at 11.30 Off Ree, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness | 


Stocks, Agruus CHanies Henay, Lundy Island, Devon, 
Farmer July 29 at 10.30 94, High st, Barnstaple 
Srrincer, Farperic Joun, Hastings, Fine Art Dealer July 
25 at 11.30 County Court Offices, 24, Cambridge rd, 
Hastings 

Swinsurn, Henny, Hexthorpe, nr Doncaster, Basket Maker 
July 26 at 12 Off Kec, Kigtree In, Shettield 


Symons, Joun Revusen, Truro, Beat Timber Merchant July | 


23 atl2 12, Princes st, Truro 

Tayor, Ceci. Hi GH, Pontefract, Yorks July 25 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Warts, Ernest Mumrorp, High rd, Chiswick, Bootmaker 
July 28 at12 14, Bedford row 

Weeps, Henny, West Bridgford, Notts, Retail Ironmonger 
July 25 at 2.30 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottung- 
ham 

Woop, Cuaries Wittiam, Rishton, Accrington, Carter 
July 23 at 10.30 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Woopwakp, WILLIAM, Lytham, Lancs, Nurseryman July 
25at1l1 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, ‘Preston 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in 
London Gazette of July 1: 


Wicatmayn, Cnarigs Cotiins Ciarke, Dorsetsq July 25 
atlz Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Anperson, Joun Ricuarpsoy, Gateshead, Publican New- 
castle on Tyne Pet July 12 Ord July 12 

Appteron, WILLIAM Hersear, Strand, Land Agent High 
Court Pet Mar18 Ord July il 

Barnes, Epwin Harry Srirrie, Charterhouse st, Hard- 
ware Manufacturer's Agent High Court Pet ‘May 238 
Ord July 11 

Biaos, JutizeT Masize, Luton, Bedford, 8traw Hat Manu- 
facturer Luton ‘Pet July 11 Ora July 11 


Boppineton, Amy Louisg, an, Baker Birming- ‘ak 


ham ‘Pet July 11 Ord July 1 





Carpenter, Epwarp Grorce, Chesterton, Cambs, Cab 
Driver Cambridge Pet July9 Ord July 12 
CawTHrow, ALFrep, Monk Bretton, nr Barnsley, Grocer 
Barnsley Pet July 12 Ord July 12 
Cuarrsit, Harrop Vicror, Belluton rd, Knowle, Printer 
Bristol Pet June 23 Ord July 12 
Corus, Fraeperrick, Swansea, Monumental Mason Swan- 
sea Pet July12 Ord July 12 
Corpen, Josern, Buin Farm, Marsden, Yorks, Farmer 
Huddersfield Pet July 11 Ord July 11 
Cross, Donatp Maxwartu, London rd, Twickenham, Busi- 
ness Transfer Agent Brentford Pet July 13 Ord 
July 13 
Dawson, Tom, Aketon, nr Spofforth, Joiner Leeds Pet 
July 11 Ord July 11 
Dove, Howarp, Skegby, Notts, Fish Salesman Notting- 
ham Pet July 13 Ord July 13 
Drearver, Hargior Jupiru, West Southbourne, Bourne- 
mouth Poole Pet July 12 Ord July 12 
Epwaagps, Arsruur JAMEs, a Jeweller Ponty- 
pridd PetJuly13 Ord July 13 
Epwarps, Erxyest, Old Benwell, Newcastle on Tyne, 
Grocer Newcastle on Tyne Pet July 12 Ord July 12 
Fox, Jang, Stratford, Essex, Fishmooger High Court Pet 
June ll Ord July 12 
Go._pmay, Mark, Birmingham, Dealer in Precious Stones 
Birmingham Pet June 14 Ord July 12 
Greer, Joun James MacCurpy, Birkbeck Bank chmbrs, 
—e General Agent High Court Pet Feb 5 Ord 
uly 12 
Gutuiver, Ernest, Bugbrooke, Weedon, Northampton, 
Coal Merchant Northampton Pet July 11 Ord 
July 11 
Hewinas, Caruerine, Barnsley, Fishmonger Barnsley 
Pet July 13 Ord July 13 
Hewitt, Ropeat, Liverpool, Pawnbroker Liverpool Pet 
July 12 Ord July 12 
Heyes, Arruur, Tooley st, London Bridge, Provision Mer- 
chant High Court Pet July 11 Ord July 11 
Moors, Puiir, Ton wypandy, Glam, Underground Con- 
tractor Pontyprid Pet July 12 Ord July 12 
Nevitt, Witiiam Daniet, Wisbech, Cambridge, Hotel 
Proprietor King’s Lynn Pet July 13 Ord July 13 
Norru, Witiiam, Walthamstow, Essex High Court Pet 
Mayl17 Ord July 9 
Parr, Joun, Walsall, Builder Walsall Pet July8 Ord 
July 8 
Potayp, Fareverick Wituiam, Fulham rd, Fraiterer High 
Court Pet July 13 Ord July 13 
Rerocn, Daviv Mackie, jun, Birkenhead, Chester, Costumier 
Birkenhead Pet July 11 Ord July 11 
Sanpatt, Artuur Epwarp, Osbournby, Linc-, Farmer 
Boston Pet July6 Ord July 12 
Saunpers, Frank, Shanklin, 1 of W, Brewer Newport and 
Ryde Pet May 26 Ord July 12 
Sears, Antuur, Badsey, Worcester, Coal Merchant 
Worcester Pet June ll Ord July lz 
| Sraton, TaveRNeER, Uppingham, Rutland, Grocer Leicester 
| Pet June 17 Ord July 12 
| Seman, WarteR Wituiam Ezexrer, Watford, Jobbing 
Carpenter St Albans Pet Jujy 12 Ord July 12 
Sipewick, CuaRgves, Stockton on Tees, Licensed Victualler 
| Stockton on Tees Pet July 9 Ond July 9 
| SourHaLt, Samust Tuomas, Neath, Glam, Tinworker 
l Neath PetJuly1l Ord July li 
| Srocks, AgTHUR CHakLES HENRY, Lundy Isiand, Devon, 
| Farmer Barnstaple Pet Junel8 Ord July 12 
| Stratroap, Apert, Northampton, Fruiterer North- 
| ampton Pet July 12 Ord July 12 
| Strainers, Faeperic Joun, Hastings, 
| Hastings Pet June 25 Ord July 12 
| Tuorn, Exnest Apert, Cedars rd, Clapbam Common, 
House Decorator Wandsworth Pet June 17 Ord 
Jujy 12 
| TrickLevank, Joun, Tamworth, Provision Merchant Bir- 
mingham Pet June zv Ord July 12 
Taorman, Caarces Harvixe, Holloway 1d, Holloway, Baby 
| Carriage Maker High Court Pet July 13 Ord July 
| July 13 
Wuvyukry, Joun Wituiaw, Old Hill, Stuffs Stourbridge 
Pet June 24 Ord July 12 
| Wittiams, Witte James, Handsworth, Staffs, Grocer 
| Birmingham Pet July 12 Ord July 12 
| Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
| London Gazette of July 8: 


Forpuam, Tuomas Henry, and Freverick Agtavr Forp- 
HAM, ieenacsanees Bakers Swansea Pet July 4 Ord July 4 








Fine Art Dealer 





THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24, 


RLOORGATE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


enainpeesteneianead in 1890. 


SrRAET, LONDON, 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS— LICENSED PROPERTY. 





|X 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeals to Quarter sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ana supervision of the Corporation. 


X | 





Suitable insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases ur Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


2n apolication 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


July 23, r9to, 








Amended Notice sutstituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 12: 


Yor, Jony Stiratinc, Wealdstone, Laundry Engineer High 
Court Pet July7 Ord July8 


London Gazette.—Turspay, July 19. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 

ACKROYD, JoskPH HENRY, King Cross, Halifax, Painter 
Halifax Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

BARRETT, GEORGE, East Bowling, Bradford, 
Bradford Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

Bird, RICHARD, Dinas Powis, Glam, Florist 
July 14 Ord July 14 

BRANSTON, CHARLES HENRY, 
Assistant York Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

Burrows, THOMAS JAMES, Abergavenny, Mon, Coal Mer 
chant Tredegar Pet June 29 Ord July 16 

3URTON, CHARLES EDGAR, Knaresborough 
July 15 Ord July 15 

CoToN, WILLIAM, jun, Saltley, Birmingham, 
Birmingham Pet June 25 Ord July 14 

DAVIES, GEORGE THoMas, Lymington rd, West 
stead, Coal Factor High Court Pet July 14 
July 14 

DRAPKIN, MAX, Sotherby rd, Highbury, Manufacturer's 
Agent High Court Pet April5 Ord July 15 

EDWARDs, ALFRED CHARLES, Trent rd, Brixton 
Cigar Merchant High Court Pet June 
July 15 

ELLIOTT, CHARLES, Beechroft rd. Tooting, Butcher Wands- 
worth Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

FISHER, ROBERT HENRY, Colchester, Licensed Victualler 
Colchester Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

FRANKS, JOSEPH GEORGE, Hlackheath, Nurseryman 
Greenwich Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

GAY, ROBERT, Aberbargoed, Mon, Draper 
July 13 Ord July 13 

GERRARD, HARRY JAMES, 
July 14 Ord July 14 

GRATZE, EUGENE VICTOR, Whitfield st, St Pancras, Engi- 
neer High Court Pet May4 Ord July 13 

GREENHALGH, JOSEPH EDWARD, Northenden, Chester, 
Coal Merchant Oldham Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

GUTHRIE, ROBERT ALEXANDER, Pembroke Dock, Fish 
Merchant Pembroke Dock Pet July 15 Ord 
July 15 

HALL, SARAH JANE, Lancaster, Slater Preston 
8 Ord July 8 

HaMON, Louts, Piccadilly circus 
11 Ord June 10 

HARTRIDGE, CECIL, Station rd, Winchmore Hill, Stock 
broker Edmonton Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

HERCY, THOMAS FRANCIS JOHN LOVELAOR, Albert Palace 
mans, Battersea Park, Surrey,Clerk High Court Pet 
July 14 Ord July 14 

HERBERT, JOSEPH ALFRED, Carlisle, Stationer 
Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

HUMBY, EDMUND, and FREDERICK JAMES HUMBY, Win- 
chester, Plumbers Winchester Pet July 15 Ord 
July 15 

Jacobs, ALEXANDER, High st, Stoke Newington, 
monger High Court Pet June 23 Ord July 15 

KEELL, CHARLES GOODWIN, Ipswich, Rate Collector 
Ipswich Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

KELSON, H, Rotherham, Yorks, Insurance Broker Sheffield 
Pet June 30 Ord July 15 

LANGFIER, ADOLPH, Harrogate, Photographer's Artist 
York Pet July 15 Ord July 15 


Carrier 


Cardiff Pet 


York 
Builder 


Hamp- 
Ord 


Hill, 
Ord 


28 


Tredegar Pet 


Wigan, Grocer Wigan Pet 


Pet July 


High Court Pet May 


Carlisle 


Fish" 





Starbeck, Yorks, Grocer's | 
| 


} 


Pet | 





in Furness’ 
Ord 


3arrow 
Pet July 16 


ROBERT, Rawlinson st, 
Barrow in Furness 


LARKIN, 
Labourer 
July 16 

LINDENBERG, EMIL Victor, Holborn, Cigar Merchant 
High Court Pet April20 Ord July 15 

LLoyp, JOHN, Tredegar, Mon, Timberman 
Pet July 13 Ord July 18 

LONG, ELIZABETH. Oxford, Lodging House Keeper Oxford 
Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

MEISS, GEORGE, Aldersgate st, Manufacturer of Watches 
High Court Pet Junel7 Ord July 14 

PEARCE, GEORGE HENRY, Ranelaghrd, Ealing Brentford 
Pet June 28 Ord July 15 

PURCELL, MANOAH ALBBRT, Ash Parva, nr Whitchurch, 
Salop, Farmer Crewe Pet June ¥9 Ord July 15 

REYNOLDS, FREDERICK, Bloxwich. Staffs, Dairyman Wal- 
sall Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

SAMPSON, NATHAN, Highbury New pk, Boot Factor High 
Court Pet June 23 Ord July 14 

SWEETMAN. BROTHERS, Mile End rd, Boot Manufacturers 
High Court Pet July2 Ord July 14 

TEDCASTLE, HENRY, Stockton Heath, Chester, Master 
Plasterer Warrington Pet July16 Ord July 16 

VERRALL, G@ RoySTON, Hanover st, Hanoversq High 
Court Pet June13 Ord July 14 

WARNER, EMILY, South Weald, Essex Chelmsford Pet 
July 14 Ord July 14 

WATTS, FREDERICK EDWARD, Herriard, Hants, Grocer 
Winchester Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

WII KINSON, H C W, Chaucer rd, Herne Hill 
Pet June 16 Ord July 14 

WILLIAMS, WILLIAM, Nottingham, Mineral Water Manu- 
facturer Nottingham Pet July 15 Ord July 15 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in 

London Gazette of July 15: 

ANDERSON, JOHN RICHARDSON, and HENRY MCPAKE, 
Gateshead, Publicans Newcastle on Tyne Pet July 12 
Ord July 12 


ROOMS FOR MEETINGS. 


The Couneil of the Society of Incorporated Accountants 
and Auditors are prepared to let the Council Chamber 
(which has been specially designed and furnished) and 
the Lecture Room at 50, GRESHAM STREET, BANK, 
E.C., for 


COMPANY MEETINGS, ARBITRATIONS. &c. 


had on application to the Secretary 
at the above address. 


THE ALLIANCE GREDIT BANK 
OF LONDON, LIMITED, 
11, SOUTHAMPTON ROW, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 


ADVANCES from £50 to any amount 
without delay on reasonable terms, with or without 
security on Note of Hand, Stocks and Shares, Life 

Policies, &c. BILLS DISCOUNTED. 

Prospectus gratis. A. N. SQUIRRELL, Manager. 


Tredegar 


High Court 








Terms may be 











AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the 
writing charges :— 


rompt 
ollowing 


Abstracts Copied oe 
Briefs and Drafts oes 
Deeds Round Hand 
Deeds Abstracted eee 
Full Copies eos eos ooo O 
PAPER.—Foolsacap, 1d. per sheet; D 
Par:hment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. perskin. , 


KERR & LANHAM 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C, 


folio. 
t, 4d. ditte ; 





Bicentenary. , 1710~1910. 


The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 
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Copaod from Policy dated 1788. 


SUN 


Insurances effected on the following risks:— 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrice: 


63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and) PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, 

including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


SICKNESS and DISEASE 


| PLATE GLASS. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
A. W. COUSINS, Distriet Manager. 





FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 





The BONDS of the SUN INSURANCE OFFICE are accepted by the 
various Divisions of the High Courts of Justice in England and Ireland 


and the Supreme Courts of Scotland, the 


Masters in Lunacy, Board of 


Trade, and all Departments of His Majesty's Government. 





——, 


AW.—I should like to enter into negotia. 

4 tions with Solicitor of standing and connection 
requiring assistance ; I was for many years manager to 
a known firm of London solicitors, and was then 9 
partner in the firm, but was obliged to retire to take a 
rest.—Full particulars, in confidence, to “C. B.,” care of 
Willing’s, 73, Knightsbridge, 8. W. 





AW.—Wanted, a thoroughly efficient and 

4 experienced Conveyancing Olerk; one able to act 
without supervision; none but experienced clerk need 
apply; liberal salary for competent mau.—Apply, with 
references, age, &c., to Box 491, ** Solicitors’ Journal,” 27, 
Chancery-lane, W.C, 





WANTED, ENGLISH REPORTS ; com- 
plete Second-hand set to date.—Apply, stating 
price, to H. Jomwson, Box 490, “ Solicitors’ Journal,” 
27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 





N O RISK.—First-class Shop Investment, 

market position, main Romford-road; six miles 
from Baak of England ; four splendidly fitted shops, all 
well let, and producing £265 net yearly; leases 68 years, 
at £3 each only; price £4,000.—W. E., 582, Streatham 
High-road, 8.W. 





{OR SALE, ELSTREE, HERTS.—Very 
comfortable old-fashioned House, medern drainage, 
Colne Valley water; stabling and coach-houses suitable 
for motor; well-matured garden, meadow area 10 acres; 
close to station ; good train City and St. Pancras 30 
minutes.— Apply, Ernrst Bsgviz, Solicitor, Devereux. 


chambers, Temple, W.C. 





UNSOLD AUCTION LOT. 
pete cndapad GROUND-RENT £95 in 
one lease; secured on 18 modern weeklies, in 
excellent repair; rack-rentals £500; price redu*sa to 
£1,800.—C. Rawiexy Cross & Co., Lrv., 76a, Chancery- 
lane, W.C. 





qk EEHOLD SHOP INVESTMENT.- 
4 Five Shops, recently erected, on main WEST-END 
thoroughfare, for SALE; rental £550 per annum.— 
Apply, H. E. Moors, 41, Bedford-row, W.C. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) ani 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 120, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON, 


Heer GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 

begs to direct the attention of the Legal Professiou 
to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
fifty years in the ial insertion of all pro forma notices 
&c., and to solicit their continued support. — N.B, 
Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and Dis- 
solutions of Partnership, with necessary Declaration, 
File of ‘‘London Gazette” kept for free reference. By 
appointment. 





Telephone: 602 Holbora. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Founpep 1N Tue Reten or WittraM & Mary, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LBVEB SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Olerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 








BY AUTHORITY 


Every requisite under the above Act supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


Suarez Centivioatss, Desentunes, &c., engraved and 
rinted. OrviciaL Seas d d and t 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agente, &c. 


49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 





Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 











ration, 





iy waa ay) PC. 





bs 


